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CURRENT TOPICS. 

WE Anz glad to learn that the indisposition from which Lord 
Justice Kay has been suffering is not at all of an alarming nature, 
and is only of a character which can be easily remedied. His 
lordship is expected to resume his duties in court on Monday 
next. 





In consequence of the state of the list of non-witness actions 
before Mr. Justice Srrriina, it was announced on Tuesday last 
that witness actions would be in the Pa on the following day. 
However, the learned judge found he had enough cases to 
occupy him this week, and will only begin the hearing of wit- 
ness actions on Tuesday, the 24th inst., as originally announced. 





WE ARE INFORMED that the Lord Chancellor, having consulted 
the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, has determined to 
carry out his view with reference to filing of all Chancery orders, 
and has given instructions for the p tion of rules for carry- 
ing out the proposed arrangement, with the intention of laying 
such rules before the Rule Committee. It is not stated that 
the judges, and more ially those of the Court of — 
and of the Chancery Division, have been consulted, nor do we 
hear that practising barristers and conveyancers have had an 
oe of giving an opinion on the subject, nor that 
solicitors, except as represented by the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, have been consulted. Looking at the new 
venture in a comprehensive way, we can only reiterate our 
opinion, previously d, that the change is uncalled for, 
and will create dissatisfaction in several important quarters. 





Aurnoven it is believed that no appointment to the vacant 
Lordship of Appeal was made up to Thursday evening, no 
doubt appears to be entertained that Sir Cnartes Russert has 
been offered and will accept the post. If he does, we think that 
few lawyers will be found to say that the appointment is a good 
one. Sir Cuarwes’s admirable qualities as an advocate, 
the nature of the cases in which he has deservedly gained 4 
renown, do not afford any great guarantee of the possession by 
him of a profound and accurate knowledge of law or the power 
of dealing satisfactorily on appeal with the important questions 
which come before the House of Lords. Who will be ready to 
affirm that his review of the judgments of learned and ex- 
perienced judges—some of them among the ablest lawyers who 
ever sat on the bench—will command general confidence? But, 
a if we en to Ragen ge Be =~ range, Sir OnaRrEzs 

USSELL, applying his great ability to his new functions, 
make a fairly d appeal judge, what are we to say te the 
scandal of appointing a common law practitioner to a tribunal © 
which is notoriously weak in equity j ? There probabl; 
never was a time when the law lords who sit to hear a 
were so deficient in practical experience of matters coming from 
the Chancery Division, this is the time which is chosen 
for appointing a new of Appeal without any knowledge of 
these matters. 

25 
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Rererrine To the recommendation of the Bar Committee that 
the daily cause list should be published on Saturdays at one 
o’clock, and on other days at four o’clock, there are various 
matters to be considered’ before it can be adopted. The courts 
sit until four o’clock on each day except Saturday, when they 
rise at two o’clock. Seeing that the cause list for the following 
day cannot well be settled until just before the rising of the 
court, and that it has to be printed, it is obvious that a strictly 
accurate list cannot be printed and published before the court 
rises for the day. In practice, it is common knowledge that the 
draft of the list for the following day is always brought into 
court in print, and is finally settled, shortly before the rising of 
the court, and the number of cases to be left in the list is decided 
on and any other necessary corrections are made. After the 
court rises, the time taken in ‘‘ making up” and “striking off” 
cannot be very great, and the list is usually published soon after 
five o’clock, and on Saturdays about three. It might, indeed, 
be useful to publish an early edition of the following day’s 
paper say at three o’clock, or on Saturdays at one o’clock, but 
this would be accompanied by disadvantages of an important 
nature. Of course the early edition would be so labelled as to 
shew it not to be final, but it would, in many cases, get into the 
early evening papers and be sent into the country, and so have 
a tendency to mislead. With this sort of inconvenience to 
face, perhaps a partial compliance with the recommendation 
might be effected by posting up in some prominent posi- 
tion a written or partly written draft of the lists, so that 
it might be consulted by those concerned, and by expedit- 
ing by a short time the publication of the list as finally 
settled. As a fact, however, three written drafts of the 
following day’s list are posted up—one at the Carey-street 
entrance, one at the main entrance of the Royal Courts, and one 
in the Temple. Any change in the time of publication must 
be subject to the contingency, not infrequent, of a judge being 
in the act of delivering judgment at the moment when the 
court would, under ordinary circumstances, rise for the day; 
such a contingency may ng the publication of the list for 
an hour or more. It must also be remembered that until every 
item of the list is brought in to the printers the list cannot be 
sent to press. The printing takes place within the building, 
and the last proofs are corrected in the press-room. 





WE POINTED ovT last week that the Bill to amend the Law of 
Inheritance, lately brought into the House of Lords by the 
Lord Chancellor, only renders the land of an intestate divisible, 
and does not vest it in any person for the general purposes of 
administration. We cannot help thinking that the Bill, if 
Sapte into law in its present shape, will lead to great difficulty. 

o far as we are aware, it is the universal practice of convey- 
ancers, when they prepare a will having for its object the division 
of land among beneficiaries, to vest the land in trustees for 
sale, so as to cause it to be converted into money in equity, and 
to direct the trustees to divide the money, not the land itself, 
among the beneficiaries. By the artifice of authorizing the sale 
to be postponed, and directing that the interim rents till sale 
shall belong to the beneficiaries in the same shares as they 
would be entitled to the proceeds of sale, the beneficiaries are 
enabled to retain the land im specie as long as they think fit. 
Some foolish testators insist on the land being divided im specie. 
Where this is the case no trust for sale can be inserted, but in 
lieu thereof the prudent conveyancer inserts a power of 
partition. No doubt some cases occur where land is given to 
tenants in common without any provisions for division; but it 
will generally be found in such cases that either it is the inten- 
tion that the beneficiaries should enjoy the land as a whole, as 
in the case of a limitation to daughters as tenants in common in 
tail, or the beneficiaries are adults, and therefore require no 
special provisions to enable them to divide the land. The Bill 
provides that ‘‘on tke death of a person intestate as to any 
real estate that real estate shall be divisible among the same 
persons as if it were personal estate as to which he had died 
intestate.” The “persons” intended appear to be 

(1) If the intestate leaves no husband or wife, his or her 
statutory next of kin. 

2) If the intestate leaves a widow, his statutory next of kin 
and the widow. 





8) If the intestate leaves a husband, the husband. 
t will be observed that it will generally happen in either of 


the two first cases that some, at least, of the “persons” will be | 


infants. It appears to follow that, as there is no person who 
has power to divide the land between them, a partition action 
will be rendered necessary in most cases. 





Bur THERE 1s a question of considerable difficulty arising 
on this provision. Does the word “persons” include the 
creditors of the deceased? If it does, the effect appears to 
be to give a statutory right to the creditors to have the 
realty divided between them without providing any mechanism 
for its sale. It will be observed that, if this view is correct, 
it will never be safe to take a conveyance of the realty from 
the beneficiaries without ascertaining that all the debts have 
been paid, and that the statement of the personal representa- 
tives that this is the case will not be sufficient. On the other 
hand, if the word ‘‘persons” does not include creditors, it 
may be argued that the persons to whom the real estate is given 
by the Act are to take it free from the debts of the deceased 
person. Probably both these views are incorrect. While we 
speak with some hesitation on a point of considerable difficulty, 
we think that the true construction of the Bill is to substitute 
the persons, other than creditors, who on the death of the 
intestate become entitled beneficially to his personalty for his 
heirs, leaving the creditors, if it becomes necessary to enforce 
their debts against the land, to the same remedies that they 
would have had against the heirs if the Bill had not been 
passed. If this last view is correct, the Bill, if passed into 
law, will render it necessary to take legal proceedings for the 
purpose of obtaining payment of debts out of real estate in 
many cases where it is not necessary at present. In most cases 
under the present law the heir is one person, not many persons, 
If that person is an adult, and it becomes necessary to resort to 
the land to obtain payment of the debts, an action is not 
necessary, as he can raise the required amount by sale or 
mortgage, and unless he is very foolish, he will do so sooner 
than incur the expense of the legal proceedings rendered 
necessary by his refusal. Under the Bill there will generally 
be more than one person entitled to the land, often one of them 
will be an infant, and where this is the case legal proceedings 
will be necessary whenever it becomes necessary to resort to 
the land for payment of the debts. While we have pointed 
out some defects in the Bill, we consider it to be a step in the 
right direction. We quite feel that, after the reception given 
by the House of Lords to the Bill brought in by the Lord 
Chancellor last session (discussed 37 Soricrrors’ Journat, 340), 
he may well have hesitated to adopt the wiser course of vesting 
the real estate in the personal representatives. We feel con- 
fident, however, that if the present Bill passes into law the 
inconveniences we have Beet out will soon be felt, and thaé 
the necessity of vesting the real estate in the personal repre- 
sentatives will soon be apparent. 





Tue peEcision of the House of Lords in Zhe British and 
American Trustee and Finance Corporation v. Couper settles that 
upon a petition for the reduction of the capital of a company 
under the Companies Acts, 1867 and 1877, the court may 
sanction a reduction by the purchase of shares, and also that the 
purchase may extend to some only of the shares of a particular 
class. That the purchase of shares involves a reduction of 
capital, and is therefore not within the ordinary powers of @ 
company, has been clear since Zrevor v. Whitworth (36 W. R, 
145, 12 App. Cas. 409); but, under the statutes specially 


authorizing reduction, there appears to be no reason why it 
The Act of 1877 ex- 


should not take place in this manner. é 
pressly extended the Act of 1867 so as to permit of the reduction 
of paid-up capital, and, as pointed out in the House of Lords 
on the present occasion, section 4 of the later Act, in pre 


viding specially for the case where the reduction of the 


capital does not involve the payment to any 


holder of any paid-up capital, contemplates that the redut- 


tion of capital may be effected by such payment. But whilé 


it is clear that under the Acts capital may be returned t 
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shareholders, whether by way of purchase of shares with subse- 
quent cancellation of them, or otherwise, the decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Re Denver Hotel Co, (41 W. R. 339; 1893, 1 
Ch. 495) has been supposed to sanction the doctrine that, if any 
one shareholder was thus dealt with, the court could not sanc- 
tion the scheme unless a similar course was taken with regard 
to all other shareholders of the same class. Referring to the 
clause in section 3 of the Companies Act, 1877, which declares 
that the power to reduce capital shall include a power to pay off 
any capital in excess of the wants of the company, Linp.ey, 
L.J., said: ‘‘ These words cannot, in our opinion, be construed 
so as to enable a company to prefer one shareholder to another 
of the same class as himself by buying up his shares.” The 
House of Lords, however, have now held that no such restriction 
is to be read into the Acts. The power to reduce capital is per- 
fectly general, and may be exercised in any manner that com- 
mends itself to the court. A minority of the shareholders who 
object to a scheme which does not deal with all upon the same 
terms is protected, not by any restriction contained in the pro- 
visions of the statutes, but by the fact that such a scheme will 
be closely scrutinized by the court. 





Tue case of Pitcher vy. Bourn, which was noticed in these 
columns a short time ago (ante, p. 282), has given rise to con- 
siderable discussion on the part of county court registrars and 
others. The Queen’s Bench Divisional Court (Marnew and 
Couiins, JJ.) were reported to have there held, incidentally, that 
the payment of the costs of an abortive execution cannot be 
enforced by judgment summons in the county court, though it 
is expressly provided by ord. 25, r. 124, of the County Court 
Rules, 1889, that costs of warrants, whether executed, un- 
executed, or unproductive, shall be allowed against the 
defendant, unless the judge shall otherwise direct. However, 
ina case decided last week in the Marylebone County Court, 
Judge Sronor was able to state that it had been now ascertained 
that in Pitcher v. Bourn the county court rule just mentioned 
was clearly inapplicable, because there the abortive execution 
took place in the High Court, and not, as had been sup , in 
the county court. Consequently, as Judge Sronor held in the 
case before him, where the costs of an abortive execution have 
been incurred t» the county court they may still, as heretofore, 
be added to the original debt and costs and included in the 
judgment summons. 








AN ORIGINATING SUMMONS DEFINED. 


Tuz judgment of the full Court of Appeal of six judges in the 
case of Re Holloway (reported elsewhere) is a little hard on the 
judges, chief clerks, and registrars of the Chancery Division. 
{f there was one thing which they were supposed to know more 
about than anything else it was an originating summons. They, 
or their predecessors in office, may be said to have invented 
originating summonses, and to have worked their invention them- 
selves, and with such success that from 1883 down to the present 
time a tendency has manifested itself strongly in rules of court 
to extend the scope of procedure by originating summons. And 
yet, according to the judgment in Re Holloway, which must be 
regarded as finally defining an originating summouas, it appears 
that from 1883 down to the present time the judges and officials 
of the Chancery Division have never even known what an 
originating summons was, and in their ignorance they have 
imposed unnecessary requirements upon countless suitors and 
exacted from them in fees many thousands of pounds more than 
they had any right to demand. ' 

Let us now consider the precise point which has been deter- 
mined in Re Zolloway. In that case an ordinary summons was 
issued out of the Queen’s Bench Division under 6 & 7 Vict. c. 
73 for delivery up of papers by a solicitor. The summons was 
headed ‘‘In the matter of W. Horxoway, one of the solicitors,” 
&c., in the ordinary way, and was in the form calling upon the 
solicitor to attend within four days before the master in cham- 
bers. Without going into the side issues raised, it is sufficient 
to say that the appellant contested the validity of the summons 


rules of court for originating summonses, which, in order to bind 
the person against whom it was issued, it was bound to be. At 
the very outset the court raised the question which lay at the 
root of the whole matter—viz., Was it an originating summons 
at all? If it was, there could be no doubt that it was wrong, 
because every originating summons issued out of any division of 
the court must be in the form prescribed by the Rules of 
November, 1893, which calls upon the respondent to enter an 
appearance within eight days. If it was not an originating 
summons, then it was an ordinary summons, in which case it 
was in proper form, not being in any way affected by the Rules 
of November, 1893. 

If the judgment delivered in this case had been confined to a 
determination of this question, it would not have had the far- 
reaching consequences which it ap likely to have. It 
would merely have decided what the ter of the Rolls held— 
viz., that a summons under the Solicitors Act is not an originat- 
ing summons, because, although it may be originating in form 
and for its immediate purpose, it is not originating in nature, 
seeing that it deals with, and arises out of, previous proceedings 
of some sort. But the other members of the court went on to 
consider and determine the further question, What is an origin- 
ating summons? And on this point the court delivered a 
judgment of the utmost importance, which, as we have said, 
shews that the definition adopted and acted upon all these years 
in the Chancery Division has been entirely wrong. 

The judgment of the court on this pvint was graphically 
summed up by A. L. Smrrn, L.J. He said: “Ord. 71, r. 1, 
defines an originating summons in the following words :—‘ An 
originating summons means a summons by which proceedings 
are commenced without writ.’ Now I read that as if it had 
been as follows :—‘ An originating summons means a summons 
by which proceedings are commenced without writ which might 
otherwise have been commenced by writ,’ and that it does not 
mean & summons commencing proceedings which could not have 
been commenced by writ.” rd Justice LinpLEY gave a 
historical sketch of the gradual extension of procedure by 
originating summons to causes of action which were first exclu- 
sively brought to the court by bill and afterwards by writ, and 
he said that in all cases where this extension was made the 
intention was to allow that to be done by originating summons 
which could have been done by bill, or later by writ of sum- 
mons. Lord Justice Kay said that there were three kinds of 
summonses—(1) summonses in pending proceedings, which 
were ‘‘ordinary summonses”; (2) summonses originating 
actions or matters in lieu of a writ, which were “ originating 
summonses’; and (3) summonses initiating a proceeding, but 
not commencing an action—+.g., under the Solicitors Act—whi 
were not therefore “ ape summonses.” He did not give 
these last any name, we shall not attempt to do so, because 
it is clear that “‘ statutory summons ”’ does not completely cover 
class (3), for which, however, some distinguishing title will have 
to be found by new rules of court, for which Re Holloway 
has created a pressing necessity, as we hope to be able to shew 
to demonstration before we have done. 

Starting with the authoritative definition of originating 
summons established by this judgment—viz., “‘A summons 
commencing proceedings which might otherwise have been 
commenced by writ ’—let us endeavour to apply it to edure 
in the Chancery Division. Hitherto every summons which com- 
menced a proceeding in the Chancery Division, whether under 
the Solicitors Act or any other statute, or under rules of court, 
has been an originating summons, and has been soc for: 
and dealt with. Under the statutory jurisdiction of the Chancery 
Division an immense number of matters are commenced by 
originating summons which cannot and never could have been 
commenced by bill or writ. These, therefore, are no longer 
originating summonses. Let us take, for example, a summons 
on the Conveyancing Act, 1881, (s. 69 (3)), or the Settled 
Land Act. How is such a summons to be issued in the Chancery 
Division in future? Ord. 55, r. 20, which provides that 
an originating summons in the Chancery Division shall be _ 
issued at the Central Office, no longer applies to it. It 
cannot be issued at the Central Office, not being an ori- 





ginating summons. It must umably, therefore, be issued 


on the broad ground that it was not in the form prescribed by; as an “‘ordiaary summons”—that is to say, it must issue 
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from Chancery Chambers. But there is a preliminary diffi- 
culty. There being no previous proceeding of which it 
forms part, how is the judge to be selected? If we turn 
to ord. 5, r. 9, we find a complete code of specific provisions 
for assigning “‘ every cause or matter which shall hereafter be 
commenced in the Chancery Division” by ballot to a judge of 
that division. That rule provides specifically for the only four 
methods known before Re Holloway of commencing proceedings 
in the Chancery Division—viz., by writ (sub-section a); by 
originating summons (sub-section »); by notice of motion (sub- 
section c); and by petition (sub-section p). The summons 
which commences proceedings but is not an originating summons 
is not provided for. The rule will, therefore, have to be ex- 
tended before effect can be given to the judgment in Re 
Holloway, and until the rule is so extended there will be no 
authorized means of obtaining an assignment to a judge. 

Turning now to ord. 55, r. 2, with its eighteen sub-sections, 
we find a list of various branches of business which may be dis- 
posed of in Chancery Chambers. How is a litigant to know 
whether he is now to proceed in any, and if any which, of those 
matters by ordinary summons? It will be necessary for him to 
find out before he begins, because the costs under an ordinary 
summons are very different from those under an originating 
summons. The test will be, Can this proceeding be commenced 
by a writ as well as by a summons? If it can, then this sum- 
mons is an originating summons, but not otherwise. This same 
test will have to be carried further than ord. 55, r.2. Beforea 
solicitor can decide whether he is to begin by originating sum- 
mons or common summons in chambers, in matters comprised in 
the statutory jurisdiction of the Chancery Division, he must apply 
the above test. There are summonses for example, under the 
Burial Acts (for appropriation of charity lands), the Charitable 
Trusts Acts, the Charitable Uses Acts, the Consolidated Fund 
Act, the Copyhold Acts (for investment of money in court), the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, the Drainage and Improvement of Land 
Acts; the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts; the Legacy Duty 
Act, the Mortgage Debenture Acts, the Parliamentary Deposits 
Act, The Pauper Lunatics Acts, the Railway Companies Act, 
1867, the Settled Land Acts, the Trustee Relief Act, the 
Vendor and Purchaser Act. How many of these come under 
the ruling in Re Holloway? | And who is to decide before the 
summons is issued? It will be very hard on practitioners if 
they are to be left to their own devices to decide, in the light of 
Re Holloway, which of these matters are proper cases for the 
issue of an originating summons as now defined, and which for 
the issue of an ordinary summons. 


This brings us to a most singular circumstance in connection 
with the judgment in 2e Holloway. In discussing the definition 
of an originating summons given in the rules, Linptzy, Kay, 
and A. L. Suirn, L.JJ., all regarded an originating summons as 
an alternative process to a bill or writ, and the definition finally 
arrived at was based entirely on the assumption that it had come 
into existence as a substitute in certain cases for a bill or writ. 
The case was, unfortunately, argued from the Queen’s Bench 
side, and there was no one, therefore, to bring to the notice of 
the judges the most important fact that they were altogether 
overlooking procedure by original petition in Chancery. Look- 
ing back over the statutes we have named, applications under 
many of them were by petition, and at the present time applica- 
tions under them are by petition or summons. According to the 
definition laid down so clearly in Re Holloway, these summonses 
are not originating summonses because proceedings for the 
same purposes could not have been commenced by bill or 
writ. Originating summons as an alternative to the com- 
mencement of proceedings by petition was not thought of, 
apparently. In some of the iater Acts, moreover, such as the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, the Settled Land Act, and others, the 
application is specifically restricted by the Act or rules to a 
summons. What sort of summons was intended? On this 
point we are not entirely without information embodied in rules 
of court. The Rules of November, 1893, prescribe a form of 
originating summons not inter partes (ord. 54, r. 48, Appendix 
K., No. 13), and the Rule Committee inserted in that form, by 
way of illustration of the form of heading, the words ‘‘ And in 


the Matter of the Trustee Act, 1893.” Applications under this 
Act are to be made by petition (ord. 54», r. 2), or for certain | adverted to in these columns. But when once a Bill has become” ~ 





purposes by summons (ord. 55, r. 13a). Here, then, is an actual 
case in point where the alternative methods of commencing 
proceedings are by petition or summons. If that summons is 
not an originating summons, why did the Rule Committee give, 
as an illustration of the way to fill in the heading of one of their 
own originating summonses, “‘ In the Matter of the Trustee Act, 
1893”? It appears to us, in the light of Re Holloway, that a 
rule has become urgently necessary giving a catalogue of 
summonses commencing proceedings which are originating 
summonses and of those which are not. 

In considering this judgment in its practical bearing upon 
procedure on the Chancery side it is necessary to refer to the 
question of records. Every action or matter commenced by 
writ or originating summons is a matter of record—that is to 
say, a reference number is given to it on issue of the writ or 
originating summons, and the proceedings are entered, as pro- 
vided by rules and practice, in the general cause books. This 
practice does not, of course, apply to any summonses which are 
not originating summonses. Considering the immense impor- 
tance of the record in the case of summonses under the Settled 
Land Act, for example, and the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
where the record is a necessary part of the title established, it 
could never surely have been intended that proceedings such as 
these should be commenced and terminated without a record 
being kept which could be open to search and inspection by 
persons interested. This also will have to be provided for by 
rule. 

Again, on the question of court fees, is it conceivable that 
the loss of some £1,500 a year, which will be involved in 
charging only three shillings for the issue of these summonses 
commencing proceedings which are not originating summonses, 
will be agreeable to the Treasury, when they initiate proceed- 
ings in the court of far greater importance than half the actions 
commenced by writ ? 

One word, before we conclude, as to solicitors’ costs. A 
solicitor is allowed on taxation for an originating summons, 
for instructions, preparing, and issuing, a maximum fee of 
£2 15s. 4d., and a defendant or respondent is allowed 6s. 8d. 
for perusing, and (if an agent) 4d. per folio for a close copy. 
For an ordinary summons, no instructions are allowed, the 
total fee being 13s. 4d., while the other side is not allowed 
any fee for perusing. Which of these two allowances is to 
prevail in the case of summonses which commence proceedings, 
but are not originating summonses? A summons under the 
Settled Land Act, for example, is no longer an originating 
summons. Is a solicitor’s remuneration for preparing and 
issuing such a summons to be 13s, 4d. in future? Take a 
summons under section 10 for authority to make building or 
mining leases on terms specified. As we understand Re Hollo- 
way, that is now an ordinary three-shilling summons. In view 
of the great importance of such cases as this, it will surely be 
necessary to alter Appendix N. of the R. 8. C., 1883, or to 
make a rule permitting the costs for originating summons to be 
allowed in the case of a summons which commences proceedings 
but is not an originating summons. We commend this point to 
the attention of the profession. 

We have said enough to shew that, while the decision in Re 
Holloway has supported existing procedure by summons com- 
mencing proceedings on the Queen’s Bench side, it has dealt a 


staggering blow to existing procedure by orginating summons: 


on the Chancery side; and that, while it has settled one contro- 


versy, it has, if we mistake not, by the carefully formulated. 
definition imported into it, created another controversy far’ 


greater, both in extent and importance. 





THE PRACTICAL WORKING OF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT ACT, 1804. 
I. 


Axsovut six weeks have elapsed since the Local Government Act,: 
1894, took its place upon the Statute Book. It was brought — 


very prominently before the public during its troublous p c) 
through Parliament, and its provisions have been frequently. 
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law the question of importance is no longer—Ought not such 
and such a provision to be substituted for the ision in 
the text? Cannot the measure be amended in is that 
direction? It has become law, and the important point to 
consider is—Is the machine well adapted to produce the result 
which is intended—be that result good or bad? Is the Act 
clear, effective, consistent with itself and with other Acts? or, 
Is it faulty in construction, of doubtful import, are its provisions 
difficult to r_concile? Upon the answers to these questions 
will depend ths capabilities of any measure for working smoothly 
and producing good results. 
© propose to consider the prospects of this measure from a 
ractical point of view, and for that purpose its provisions may 
cj conveniently reviewed under the heads of the different local 
authorities who will be mainly responsible for carrying its 
provisions into effect. These are—I. County Councils. II. 
District Councils and Boards of Guardians. III. Parish 
Councils. 

I. County Councits.—The county councils are the first bodies 
to be affected by the Act. The first elections of district and 
parish councillors will not take place before the 8th of November 
in the present year; but there is a vast amount of work which 
ought to be done long before that date in order to carry out 
the provisions of the Act; and the bulk of this work falls upon 
the county councils. 

Their duties under the Act may perhaps be divided, roughly, 
into three heads :—1. Altering areas and boundaries so as to 
facilitate the working of the Act. 2. Bringing parish councils 
into existence. 3. Controlling the exercise of the powers of 
parish councils. 

1. It is as to areas and boundaries that the duties of county 
councils under the Act arise soonest and are the most difficult of 
execution. They are to consider the cases which appear to call 
for interference “forthwith”; they are to act “as soon as 
practicable”; they are to complete their work in two years, ex- 
cept in any case where the Toni Government Board grants 
further time, and, if they fail to meet this requirement, their 
powers are to be transferred to that Board. It appears, there- 
fore, that there is no uncertainty as to the necessity for rapid 
action under this head. The county councils are to do some- 
thing at once: but what? and how? These are questions of 
very great difficulty, arising partly from the subject-matter 
involved, partly from the obscurity of certain provisions of the 
Act. It would be quite impossible in the compass of an article 
to enumerate the powers of a county council under this Act and 
the kindred provisions of the Act of 1888 as to the alteration of 
areas and boundaries. It must suffice to point out in general 
terms the object which is aimed at and some of the difficulties 
which lie in the way of carrying it out. 

The object which it is sought to effect, and chiefly through the 
medium of orders of county councils, is the creation of a uniform 
system of local government areas in every administrative county 
in the kingdom. The parish is the unit: except where a county 
council for special reasons otherwise order, each parish is to be 
wholly included in a sanitary district (‘‘ county district,” as it is 
now to be called), and each county district is to be wholly in- 
cluded in the same county. There is a symmetry and a simp icity 
about this arrangement of areas which at once commend it as 
desirable. Of the difficulty of carrying it out no one who is 
unacquainted with the details of local government can have any 
conception. Throughout the country cases are commonly to be 
found where parts of the same parish lie in several different 
county districts and in two or more counties; and it is no less 
common to find county districts lying partly in one county, and 
en in another. Now the boundaries of a county (or of a 

rough) cannot be altered by a county council. The object of 
bringing each subordinate area wholly within the limits of the 
area next above it can only be effected by a county council by 
dividing parishes and county districts, and where necessary 
adding the new areas so formed to other similar areas within 
the same superior area. It will often be impossible to effect 
the desired object by making each division of an area which 
lies in a separate superior area into a separate area for the 
same purposes as the area of which it originally formed part; 
for in that way areas would be formed which would be far too 


small for the purposes for which they were intended, Again, ! 


there will often be serious ical obstacles in the way of uniting 
one area with an adjoining area in the same superior area. 
It is true that where the object in view in altering areas and 
boundaries can be best effected by means of an alteration in 
the boundary of a county or borough, that may be effected by 
an order of the Local Government Board made upon the appli- 
cation of a county council; but county councils will no doubt 
prefer to act, and it is evidently intended that they should act, 
as far as possible, without having recourse to the ap vom 
authority. Any order made by a county council for the altera- 
tion of areas or boundaries will, of course, involve provision 
being made for the adjustment of the property and liabilities 
and rights of the areas and persons affected ; this of itself is no 
light matter. 

Altogether county councils have serious difficulties to over- 
come in the performance of the duties as to alteration of areas 
and boundaries which are cast upon them by the Act: So 
difficult is the task which lies before them that it certainly 
seems unnecessary to increase their Xt by inviting them, 
under the head of “areas and boundaries,” to consider other 
matters as to which they have no power of action whatsoever ; 
yet this seems to be done by section 36. The county council is 
to consider various matters, as to some of which they are to act, 
while as to others no action is n or possible, or any 
change which is desirable is sufficiently effected by the Act 
itself, without the assistance of the county council. ’ 

2. The duty of county councils as to creating parish councils 
may not prove very onerous. They consist chiefly in making 
orders for the establishing of councils in the small parishes 
whose population is under the limit which entitles a parish to 
have a council by virtue of the Act itself and for the grouping 
of several parishes under a common parish council. As to these 
duties the Act lacks clearness in prescribing whether such 
orders can be made upon the initiative of the county council 
or only upon the ap ication of a parish; it is certain that 
neither an order establishing a council nor a grouping order can 
be made without the consent of any i concerned ; but 
what parishes can apply for a council is left in considerable 
doubt. 

County councils have further duties to perform within the 
next few months as to starti ish and district councils on 
their way. They must fix (within certain limits) the number of 
parish councillors for each parish, and they may fix the number 
of guardians and district councillors ; and the numbers so fixed 
may be revised from time to time. They haye powers (couched 
in unfortunately vague lan : see section 80) to remove 
difficulties as to the first elections and first meetings of parish 
and district councils, and for this purpose they may even 
‘‘ modify the provisions of this Act.” , , 

3. Once the parish councils have been brought into existence 
we are on firmer ground, and the powers of the county council 
are more definite. They are the authorities to decide in the 
first instance as to the desirability of putting compulso 
powers into force as to the acquisition of land by a pariah 
council for the purposes of its powers and duties, including 
the much-discussed hiring of land for allotments; every loan 
by a parish council will require the sanction of the 7 
council ; they will exercise a control over the manner in whic 
the public documents of a parish are being ed; they 
may remove difficulties arising out of a to elect a 
sufficient number of councillors in a parish, and may assist and 
control parish councils in the exercise of. their powers and 
duties in other ways which do not call for special mention. The 
matters in which a county council may control the su 
authorities are for the most part clearly defined by the Act, and 
this may be said to form one of its most satisfactory features. 

The Act would be a better measure if the definiteness which 
characterizes the provisions relating to this controlling jurisdic- 
tion had extended to the other no less im t duties of 
county councils which have been referred to. 4 
generally of the Act, it would have been infinitely easier to 
construe had not the modern system of legislation by reference 
to other legislation been followed to an extent rarel 

eled even in recent years. Section after section, Act after 
ct, is incorporated; the i 





incorporate other enactments until the clearest brain becomes 
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bewildered in the attempt to construe what seems a simple 
sub-section until it is read in the light —or the obscurity — 
thrown upon it by the mass of provisions which are to be 
“deemed” to be a part of it. Parliamentary exigencies are 
mainly responsible for this system, and no doubt they have to 
be considered, but in an Act which is intended to be construed 
by unlearned folk without a lawyer constantly at their side, 
the method of legislation of which this Act is so conspicuous 
an example is, to say the least, extremely inconvenient. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re W. HOLLOWAY, Ex parte PALLISTER—No. 1, 14th April. 


Pracrice—Oxicinatinc Summons—SumMONS UNDER SECTION 37 OF THE 
Soutcrrors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 73)—R. 8. C., LXXI., 1; LIV., 48, 
4c, 4p, Aprenprx K. 

This was an appeal by W. Holloway from an order of a divisional 
court. Holloway bad been retained by J. Pallister as his solicitor to con- 
duct certain litigation for him, and he claimed a right, in the exercise of 
his lien as a solicitor, to retain certain papers belonging to Pallister and 
relating to the litigation until his costs should be paid. Pallister there- 
upon took out a summons, under section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, for 
the delivery up of the said papers. The summons was in the ordinary 
form, being intituled ‘‘In the High Court of Justice, Queen’s Bench 
Division. In the matter of William Holloway, one of the Solicitors of 
the Supreme Court.’’ It called upon all parties concerned to attend 
before the master at chambers upon an application on the part of J. 
Pallister that the above-named William Willewar should, within four 
days after service of the order to be made therein, deliver up on oath to 
the gpa ah present solicitors all deeds, papers, and writings whatsoever 
in his custody or power belonging to the applicant, and that the said 
William Holloway should be ordered to pay the costs of the application. 
The master, being satisfied that the solicitor had given an undertaking to 
deliver up the papers, made an order as prayed for in the summons. An 
application on the part of Holloway to set this order aside was refused by 
Grantham, J., at chambers, and afterwards by the Divisional Court (Mathew 
and Care, JJ -). Holloway appealed to the Court of Appeal. It was con- 
tended on his behalf that the summons on which the master’s order had been 
made was invalid. Since the coming into operation of the Rules of 1883 

summons, except @ summons taken out in an action already pending, 
must be an originating summons, and the practice with regard to originat- 
ing summonses was now governed by the new Rules of November, 1893. By 
ord. 71, r. 1, of the rules of 1883, “originating summons’’ was defined 
to mean ‘‘a summons by which proceedings are commenced without 
writ.” The effect of that was that all proceedings must now be com- 
menced either by writ of summons or by originating summons. The 
making of an aeticn like the present, under section 37 of the Solici- 

tors Act, clearly constituted proceedings, and the taking out of a 

summons, if a summons were taken out, was the commencement of those 

; for they did not form part of any pending action. There- 
unless the client chose to adopt the course of issuing a writ and 

i an action, the only other course open to him was to proceed by 

Da’ summons. Any doubt as to whether originating summonses 
applied to the Queen’s Bench Division was now cleared away by the new 





Rules of November, 1893 (ord. 54, rr. 45, 4c, 4d, and Appendix K), which 
distinctly contemplated the procedure of originating summonses as being 
applicable to all divisions, and which further gave the defendant or 
respondent eight days after service of the summons for entering an appear- 
ance. The applicant, by taking out an ordinary summons instead of an 
originating summons, had deprived the solicitor of the benefit of the new 
rules. Ord. 55, r. 2 (15), was cited, and reference was made to the schedule 
to the order as to the Supreme Court Fees, 1884, which spoke of ‘‘ issuing 
an originating summons under the Act 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, for the taxation 
of a solicitor’s bill of costs,’’ &c.; Annual Practice, vol. 2, p. 206. 

Tur Covrr (Lord Esner, M.R., and Linpizy, Lorzs, Kay, A. L. 
Smrrn, and Davey, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Esuer, M.R., said that a summons under section 37 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1843, was not an originating summons at all. The framers 
of the rules of 1883, when they gave a definition of “‘ originating sum- 
mons,’”’ did not perhaps use the happiest language for expressing their 
meaning; but they clearly meant by it that mode of commencing an 
action which was then allowed in addition to or instead of commencing 
an action by writ. The phrase was then used and well understood in the 
Chancery Division, though it was not used in the Queen’s Bench Division. 
In Chancery all suits were originally commenced by bill, but that was an 
expensive process, and a cheaper and shorter process was invented, in 
which, in cases where the judge though fit, a dispute between parties 
might be determined, and that process was commenced by what was 

ed an originating summons. It was desired to introduce this procedure 
into the Queen’s Bench Division. But it was clear from the language of 
the rules relating to originating summonses that tuey did not apply to 
such proceedings as the present. It was impossible to suppose that the 
—— as to entering an appearance within eight days was intended to 

applied to a proceeding calling upon a solicitor to have his bill of coste 
taxed or to deliver up papers. A summons taken out for such a purpose 
might be originating in form, but it was not originating in nature, inas- 
much as it dealt with and arose out of previous proceedings of some sort. 
The law with regard to the procedure on such a summons was not intended 
to be interfered with by the introduction of originating summonses, but 
still remained in its original simplicity and efficacy. 

Linvey, L.J., said that in 1852 a simplification was made in chancery 
procedure, by which in certain cases a suit might be commenced by what 
was called a summons originating in chambers. This expression was 
afterwards shortened into originating summons. The rules of 1875 as a 
body did not apply to the Chancery Division. But the rules of 1883 were 
framed for the purpose of applying to all the divisions, and accordingly 
included a definition of originating summons. The number of cases to 
which an originating summons was applicable by degrees increased, 
instances being given in order 55, but, all cases where the area of 
originating summonses was extended, the intention was to allow that to be 
done by originating summons which previously could have been done by 
bill or writ of summons. A summons under the Solicitors Act, 1843, 
could not be called an originating summons; and the expression used in 
the order as to fees must be taken to be a mistake. The rules of 1893, by 
order 54a, extended originating summonses to the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion ; and the additions which were made to order 54 were for the purpose 
of working in the new order 54a. 

Lorgs, L.J., concurred. 

Kay, L.J., suid there were three kinds of summonses—first, summonses 
taken out in proceedings already existing—i.c., ordinary summonses ; 
secondly, summonses taken out for the purpose of originating an action, 
which would otherwise be commenced by writ ; and thirdly, there was a 
class of summonses, within which the present case came, which initiated 
proceedings, not being intituled in any existing action, but which at the 
same time did not commence an action. He came to the conclusion that 
this last kind of summons was not included in the term “‘ originating sum- 
mous ’’ as used in the rules. 

A. L. Surru, L.J., agreed. He said that ord. 71, r. 1, of the rules of 
1883 defined “‘ originating summons” as being ‘‘a summons by which 
proceedings are commenced without writ.” He read that as meaning a 
summons by which proceedings were commenced without writ which 
might otherwise have been commenced by writ. He thought it did not 
include a summons which commenced proceedings which could not have 
been commenced by writ. 

Davey, L.J., concurred.—CounsgL, Newson ; Tindal Atkinson, Q.C., and 
W. Howland Jackson. Sorscrrors, W. Holloway ; Leesmith § Munby. 

[Reported by F. G. Rucxen, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re LUMLEY—No. 2, 11th April. 
Practice —Costs—Wrairt or Szquestration—R. 8. C., XLIII., 7. 


Appeal from an order of North, J. This was an application by Mrs. 
Cathcart to set aside an order of North, J., refusing to rescind an order 
made in chambers on the 15th of January, whereby it was ordcred that 
unless Mrs. Cathcart did within four days after service of the order pay 
to H. Hood Barrs (assignee of Messrs. Lumley) the several sums of 
£32 10s. 4d., £32 15s. 4d., and £49 15s. 6d., in respect of taxed costs, & 
writ of sequestration should issue against the separate estate of Mrs. Cath- 
cart not subject to restraint on anticipation, and that the costs of the 
application should be taxed and paid by Mrs. Cathcart within four days 
after service of the taxing master’s certificate, and that in default of pay- 
ment the said Hood Barrs should be at liberty to issue a writ of sequestra- 
tion against the said separate estate of Mrs. Cathcart. 

Tue Court (Linpiey, Lorgs, and Kay, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Linpxzy, L.J., said that the form of the order, apart from the merits, 
was obviously wrong. Jt was not competent to any judge to make an 
order for sequestration or attachment dependent on a future uncertain 













Seedae® om wcm aewr ww ww ee 























hich 
sing 
t or 
ear- 
f an 
new 
dule 
uing 
ation 


. i 


the 
mers 
sum- 
their 
g an 
ocing 
n the 
ision. 
as al 
d, in 
arties 
; was 
edure 
ige of 
aly to 
at the 
led to 
costs 
rpose 
, inas- 
e sort. 
ended 
8, but 


ancery 
r what 
n was 
> as & 
3 were 
dingly 
ases to 
reased, 
rea of 
it to be 
me by 
. 1843, 
ised in 
393, by 
| Divi- 
urpose 


monses 
LONSES ; 
action, 
2 Was & 
litiated 
1 at the 
on that 
g sum- 


ules of 
+ which 
ning @ 
_ which 
did not 
ot have 


C., and 


xy Mrs. 
n order 
red that 
der pay 
sums of 
costs, & 
3. Cath 
s of the 
ur days 
of pay- 
questra- 


eal. 
merits, 
make an 








April 21, 1894. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


| Vol. 38.] 399 
me. 








event. He could not make such an order before the order for payment 
had been disobeyed. To make such an order as this conditionally was not 
according to law. If that were all that had to be considered the order 
would be set aside, but that was not all. Their lordships had made 
inquiries, and had ascertained that the learned j of the court below 
had intended to give leave to issue the writ of sequestration then and 
there, but as a matter of concession to give Mrs. Cathcart four days’ 
grace. The proper way in which to effect that would have been to direct 
that the order should not be drawn up, or that it should lie in the office 
for four days, but by an inadvertence this four-day order was engrafted on 
the order giving leave to issue the writ of sequestration. The question 
then arose, Had North, J., jurisdiction to order the writ to issue 
immediately without making any order limiting the time of payment to 
four days? His lordship then read ord. 42, r. 6, and ord. 43, r. 6, and 
said that the common practice formerly was to issue a subpoena for costs, 
there being no limit of time fixed within which payment was to be made, 
and on proof of service of the subpoena and proof of nonpayment the 
writ would issue. That had now been altered by ord. 43, r. 7, which pro- 
vided that ‘‘ no subpoona for the payment of costs, and, unless by leave of 
the court or a judge, no sequestration to enforce such order shall be 
allowed.’’ Taking into consideration the above rules and the old practice, 
his lordship was of opinion that the judge had jurisdiction to give leave to 
issue a writ of sequestration without making any four-day order limiting 
the time in which payment must be made. The order would not, there- 
fore, be discharged, but would be varied by the four-day order being 
struck out, when it would become simply an order giving leave to issue a 
writ of sequestration. There would be no order as to costs. 

Lorgs, L.J., in concurring, said that, in his opinion, it was only 
necessary to deal with ord. 43, r. 7, which abolished the whole former 
practice. Under the old practice no time used to be limited for the pay- 
ment of the costs, and no limit of time need now be fixed under the 
new practice. North, J,, had power, therefore, to give leave for the 
writ to issue immediately. 


Kay, L J., concurred.—Soutcrror, H. Hood Barrs. 
[Reported by C. F. Duncan, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Divisicn. 


Re REBBECK, BENNETT +. REBBECK—Chitty, J., 27th February and 
llth April. 


Wimuui—Devise or Lanps cHarcep with Lecacy—ExecuTors’ POWER oF 
Saez. 


A testator who died in 1869 bequeathed a pew Ags his executors on cer- 
tain trusts, and declared that his real estate should stand charged with so 
much thereof as his personal estate should be unable to bear. The residn- 
ary devisee, who was one of the executors, mortgaged the real estate 
during the lifetime of his co-executor. The personal estate being insuffi- 
cient to pay the legacy, this action was brought to have it raised out of the 
realty in priority to the mortgage. As there was a devise in fee to a bene- 
ficiary, the case was expressly excepted from the 16th section of Lord St. 
Leonards’ Act (22 & 23 Vict. c. 35), which gives executors power to sell 
where a testator has charged his real estate with the payment of ‘‘any 
legacy or other specific sum of money,’’ and has not devised it to trustees 
(see the latter part of section 18). Counsel for the mortgagee relied on 
Corser v. Cartwright (L. R. 7 H. L. 731, 24 W. R. Dig. 311), and contended 
that by virtue of the charge the devisee being also an executor, could 
sell and give a good discharge for the purchase-money. Counsel for the 
legatee contended that, apart from a general charge of debts as in Corser 
v. Cartwright, executors could neither sell nor give a good discharge for 
the proceeds of sale of real estate: Williams on Real Assets, p. 61. The 
devisee gud devisee could clearly only sell subject to the charge. 

Curtry, J.—The short point was this: ‘‘ Devise in fee of lands charged 
with a particular legacy. Had the executors power to sell?’’ It was an 
extraordinary thing that counsel had been unable to cite any text-book of 
repute in favour of such a proposition. Every charge of a pecuniary 
legacy on real estate was a charge in aid of the personal estate, so that 
nothing turned on the words ‘‘so much thereof as his personal estate 
should be unable to bear.”” The question as to an executor’s power of 
sale had been before the court for a very considerable time, and been 
the subject of continual discussion. Where there was a general ch of 
debts the executors had not only a power of sale, but also a right to give a 
good discharge for the purchase-money. his was for “the great 
convenience of mankind’ (Colyer v. Finch, 5 H. L. Cas. 905, 923, 5 
W. R. Dig. 255), as it was absurd that the purchaser should be involved 
in the administration of the estate. But another case had also been 
before the courts—viz., the case where land was devised charged with a 
scheduled debt or.a particular legacy. In such a case the above reason 
did not apply. In Horn v. Horn (2 Sim. & St. 448), where alone 
were charged, the purchaser from a sole executor devisee was 
to see to the application of the purchase-money, and the rule was so stated 
by Lord loadin in Johnson v. Kennett (3 My. & K. 624, 630). Th 
special ground of exemption did not apply where the purchaser only had 
to look at the will and ascertain the sums to be paid and 


whom they were payable. It was plain in such cases that the legatee 


gagee had a power of sale. Simi if land was devised charged with 
the payment of a sum other than a , there was no power of sale in 
anybody. Of course, the testator’s might shew that he intended a 

wer of sale to be given, but that case did not arise here, Lord St. 
ned Act did not apply, and the purchaser or mortgagee in this case 
had no title against the legatee, whose legacy was charged on the Jand.— 
Counset, Lerett, Q.C., and Peterson ; » Q.0., and Dawney, Sortct- 
tors, Nash, Field, ¢ Co.; W. D. Dowding, ° 


[Reported by G. Rowan Astox, Barrister-at-Law, } 


WALKER v. THE LAMBETH WATERWORKS 00.—Chitty, J., 10th and 
11th April. 


Warer—Warer Rate—Exrtra Cxance—Paivate Actr—Domustic Purposes 
—Barn—Lamsetn Waterworks Act, 1848 (11 Vicr. o. vu.), 8. 39. 


Special case. Under section 37 of the Lambeth Waterworks Act, 1848, 
the Lambeth Water Co. were bound to supply water for domestic 
at certain specified rates. Under section 38 they were empo to 
supply water for purposes other than domestic purposes at rates to be agreed 
= Section 39 provided that a supply of water for domestic purposes 

ould not include a supply of water for daths, horses, cattle, or for wash- 
ing iages, or for any trade or business whatsoever. The company 
were accustomed to charge 10s, for a fixed bath supplied direct from the 
main, but made no charge for movable baths. T laintiff claimed a 
supply for his fixed bath, which had such a direct supply, conten: that 
it was included under the ordinary charge for domestic purposes, and that 
the special charge was illegal, the exceptions in section 39 being only 
applicable to public baths, or to some establishment of horses, or trade or 
business of washing carriages: Weaver v. Corporation of Cardiff (48 L. T. 
906, 31 W. R. Dig. 215), where the words were ‘‘a supply of water for 
domestic purposes shall not include a supply for rai/way purposes, or for bathe, 
wash-houses, or public purposes, or for horses or cattle, or for washing 
carriages, &c., &c., or for any trade, manufacture, or business whatsoevor.”’ 


Currry, J., said it was absurd to su that the Legislature would 
enact that a supply of water for domestic should not include a 
supply for public . There might have been absurdities in some 
of these Acts of Parhament, but his lordship was not bound =r 
one into the Act before him. The section was evidently to 
exclude something which, but for the exclusion, would have been a 
domestic p . There was no ground for any limitation of the follow- 
ing words as to ‘‘ horses or washing carriages,”’ In Busby v. The Chester- 
field Waterworks Co. (E. B. & E. 176) where there was nothing special 
the Company’s Act Lord Campbell decided that ‘‘ domestic uses ’’ included 
a supply for a horse and carriage t for private use. That decision was 
in point because the exclusion of ‘ *” in section 39 was coupled with 
the exclusion of something else which, according to Lord Oampbell’s 
decision, would prind facie be included under the nead of domestic pur- 
poses. Again the concluding words were ‘‘for any trade peg ml 
whatsoever,’’ not “for any other trade or business whatsoever.”” The 
Legislature had carefully omitted the word “other.” It was 
that this was imperfect drafting, but his lordship was not pre to say 
so, as he thought there might be trades or businesses carried on in private 
dwelling-houses the occupiers of which would still be entitled to a 
for domestic purposes. It was argued that the word baths if a to 
private baths must include all private baths, both fixed and mo . The 
practical difference in the amount of water used was 
question did not arise because the company never sought to —_ 
movable baths, and his lordship’s observations as to them were 
udicial. His lordship also refused to enter into the question of a fixed 

th without a direct supply.—Counsz1, ~ Q.C., and W. F. 
ton; Sir Richard Webster, bo. Fi , Q.C., and Yate Lee, Soxscrroms, 
H. C. Morris ; Bell, Stewards, May, ¢ How. 


[Reported by G, RowLaxp Atstox, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Re CAHILL, LOGAN v. CAHILL—Chitty, J., 12th and 13th April, 


Wiut—Grrr ro Tesrator’s NEXT OF KIN AT DEcBEASE OF A THIRD Persow— 
Deatu or such Turrp Person nerore TestatoR—F arture or Grrr, 


Bequest to testator’s sister E. T. for life, with an ultimate trust for 
‘such person or persons as, at the time of the decease of the said E, T., 
would be my own next of kin and entitled to my personal estate under 
the statutes for the distribution of the estates of intestates, such persons, 
more than one, to take distributively according to the said statutes.’’ 
E. T. predeceased the testator, so that at his death it became necessary to 
decide who were entitled under the ultimate trust. The testator’s 
statutory next of kin claimed, on the ground that the construction must 
bethe same as if E. T. bad survived the testator, in which case the next of 
kin at the testator’s death who survived E. T. would have taken. 


eealGnaey legates, on the goal Sine ‘Be Stats © as 
lied to perso: 80 no persons could have been statutory next 
EEF of the testator at'the death af E.'T.; Re Parone (38 W. Re 712, 45 
Ch. D. 51). 


i 


: 
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: 
: 
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of the description of 
tention was to strike them out. The statutory next of kin who 
ascertainable at the testator’s death could not have been his 

of kin at the death of E. T.—i.¢., while he was alive. The claim of 
next of kin failed, and the legacy fell into residue.—Oounsm., F. 
Blake ; Yate Lee, Micklem. Sorscrrorns, B. Fluz, Leadbitter, § Paterson 
Sanderson § Weatherhead, Berwick. 
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[Reported by G, RowLaxp Atstox, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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Re’ PINHORNE, MORETON v. HUGHES—Chitty, J., 17th April. 


Witt—Consrruction—Grrr to Namep Perrsons—‘‘SHarge or Eacu oF 
my Sisters ’’—Setrriement or SHARES— Lapse. 


This was a summons by the plaintiffs, the executors and trustees ap- 
pointed by the will of the above-named testator, for the determination of 
# question arising in the admivistration of his estate. By his will, dated 
in 1885, the testator gave his residuary real and personal estate to the 
plaintiffs upon trust for eale and conversion, and directed them to stand 
possessed of the moneys remaining after certain payments thereout, and 
the investments representing the same (therein called the residuary trust 
funds) in trust as follows—viz., ‘‘for my four sisters, Evelyn Hughes, 
Florence Pinhorne, Cecil Kerr, and Adela Pinhorne, in equal shares: 
Provided always and I declare that my trustees shall retain the shares of 
each of my sisters of and in the residuary trust funds upon the trusts 
following—that is to say, upon trust to pay the income thereof to my 
same sister during her life without power of anticipation, but with power 
nevertheless for my same sister to appoint by deed or will that after her 
decease the whole or any part of such income shall be paid to any hus- 
band of her who may survive her during his life or any less period: And, 
from and after the decease of my same sister and subject to any appoint- 
ment to her husband . , in trust for the children of my 
same sister who being male shal] attain the age of twenty-one years, or 
being female shall attain that age or marry, in equal shares. . . . And 
I direct that, in case my same sister shall die without leaving a child who 
shall attain a vested interest in the said residuary trust funds, then after 
the death of my same sister and suck: failure of her issue, her share in the 
residuary trust funds shall (subject to any interest appointed to her hus- 
band . . . ) be held in trust for the persons who under the 
statutes of distribution of the effects of intestates would be entitled 
thereto in case my same sister had died possessed thereof intestute and 
without having been married.” The testator died in October, 1892, and 
his will was proved by the plaintiffs in June, 1893. Evelyn Hughes pre- 
deceased the testator, having died in August, 1885, leaving a husband 
and three infant children, who were now living. The question was, 
whether there was an intestacy as to the one-fourth share bequeathed in 
trust for Evelyn Hughes and her children. For an intestacy the cases 
reliedJjon were Stewart v. Jones (7 W. R. 184, 3 De G. & J. 532) and Re 
Roberts, Tarleton v. Bruton (32 W. R. 986, 27 Ch. D. 346, and on appeal, 
30 Ch. D. 234). Contrd the cases of Re Potter’s Trusts (L. R. 8 Eq. 52, 17 
W. R. Ch. Dig. 186), Unsworth v. Speakmcn (25 W. R. 225, 4 Ch. D. 620), 
and 2 Jarman, 5th ed., p. 1576, were referred to. 

Curry, J., said that the argument for an intestacy was that there was 
an absolute gift of one-fourth share. That was followed by a settlement 
affecting only what was taken under the gift. Evelyn Hughes, having 
died in the testator’s lifetime, took no interest under the gift to her, so 
that as to her share there was nothing for the settlement to operate upon, 
and in consequence an intestacy. It was pertinent to ask what interest 
Evelyn would have taken if she had survived the testator. The only 
possible answer was that she would have taken a life interest. The trust 
for the testator’s four sisters in equal shares did not stand alone. It was 
followed immediately by a proviso and declaration. The trusts declared 
exhausted the whole beneficial interest. The effect was that Evelyn took 
only a life interest in the one-fourth share. What was the meaning of 
*‘share of each of my sisters’’ in the proviso? It meant the one-fourth 
share in which, on the just construction of the will, each of those sisters 
took a life interest only. The proviso cut down the absolute interest first 
given. The result was that the first trust was merely intended to effect a 
division into four shares. There was no difficulty in interpreting ‘‘ share 
of each of my sisters’’ to mean the share which I shewed by my will that 
I did not intend for her, except in the way shewn, so that she took for 
life only. Therefore the death of Evelyn had not displaced the trusts of 
the share. As for the cases, Stewart v. Jones was distinguishable as a case 
of a class gift, and also by the terms of the settlement made there, and 
Re Roberts by the divesting clause following the gift. His lordship there- 
fore held that there was no intestacy as to the share, and that the infant 
children of Evelyn Hughes were contingently entitled to the share under 
the will.—CounsgL, A. Underhill; Badcock ; C. Macnaghten. Soxtcrrors, 
Ullithorne, Currey, §& Villiers, for Neve, Cresswell, & Sparrow, Wolver- 
hampton; Crowders § Vizard, for Shaw ¢ King, Birmingham; Bower, 
Cotton, § Buwer, for Radford, Gill, & Radford, Manchester. 

[Reported by J. F. Wa.ey, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Quzen’s Bench Division. 
HEATH AND OTHERS v. OVERSEERS OF WEAVERHAM—13th April. 


Ratinc—Hicuway— Exemption ny Reason or Duty or Lianmiry—Ex- 
TINCTION OF LraBiniry—DerTeRMINATION OF ExempTion—Hicuway Act, 
1835 (5 & 6 Witt. 4, c. 50), s. 33. 


This was an appeal by way of special case by consent against a poor rate 
for the township of Weaverham, in the county of Chester. The 
appellants; were the owner and occupiers of Hefferston Grange and 
certain farms belonging thereto, in the hamlet of Gorstage, in the above 
township — which hamlet had from time immemorial separately main- 
tained its own highways. The owners and occupiers of Hefferston 
Grange had from time immemorial been liable ratione tenure to repair 
a road called Grange-lane in the above hamlet, and have, in con- 
sequence of such liability, been exempt from repairing, and have never 
—— or contributed to the repairs of the other highways in such 

amilet. 


Court of Queen’s Bench (14 W. R. 388, L. R. 1 Q. B. 218) quashed 
a rate which had been made upon the appellant or other occupiers 
of Hefferston Grange so far as it extended to the repairs of highways in 


the township of Weaverham, including the hamlet of Gorstage. By 22 
Geo. 3, c. 106 certain trustees were wore for the p se of repair- 
ing and widening a certain road, which included Grange-lane, and con- 


stituting it a turnpike road. By 4 Geo. 4, c. 82 the above Act was 
repealed, and in lieu thereof the enacting statute incorporating the pro- 
visions of the General Turnpike Act, 3 Geo. 4, c. 126, was substituted. 
During the continuance of the above trust the trustees widened and 
altered Grange-lane to a considerable extent, and in 1862 the trust expired 
and the appellants resumed repairing Grange-lane. In 1892 the County 
Council of Chester, upon the application of the appellants, who contended 
that in consequence of the alterations effected by the trustees they were 
no longer liable to repair it, declared Grange-lane a main road, which the 





appellants thereupon ceased to repair. In 1893 the appellants were in- 
cluded ina rate made for the repair of the highways generally in the town- 
ship, and by consent a case was stated for the opinion of the court as to 
their liability. The appellants contended that having once been exempt 
from contributing to the repairs of the highways in the above township, 
by reason of their liability ratione tenure of Hefferston Grange to repair 
Grange-lane, such exemption was not determined in law by the fact 
that their liability to repair Grange-lane had now ceased. They also con- 
tended that after the decision of the court in 1864 the matter was res 
judicata. The respondents contended that when the liability ratione tenure 
of the appellants to repair was extinguished, the exemption also ceased ; 
and contended further that the decision in 1864 was based upon the 
assumption that the appellants were liable to repair Grange-lane. By 
section 33 of the Highway Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50) it was enacted that 
‘‘when property, or the owner in respect thereof, has been legally 
exempted from the performance of statute duty, or from the a of 
any composition in lieu thereof, or of any highway rate, the said property, 
and the owners or occupiers thereof, shall be exempt from the payment 
of the rate hereby imposed.”’ 

Tue Court (CHartes and Couns, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. The 
question turned upon the construction of section 33 of the Highway Act 
of 1835, and it was clear that where persons were at the date of that 
Act liable ratione tenure to certain repairs, and were exempt in conse- 
quence from certain liabilities to other repairs, such exemption was con- 
tinued under the Act. But the words were ‘‘ legally exempted.’”’ Since 
the passing of the Act, the liability of the appellants to repair Grange- 
lane had ceased, and the appellants did not, therefore, come within the 
ambit of the exemption. Cessante ratione cessat ipsa lex, and in the opinion of 
the court only those who were called upon to perform a duty or undertake 
a liability in respect of it could claim the exemption, and in the present 
case, the reason of the exemption having disappeared, the exemption also 
must cease.—CounseL, Poland, Q.C., and Alexander Glen; F. Marshail, 
Q.C., and H. Lloyd. Sotscrrors, Rowcliffes, Rawle, § Co., for Ashton § 
Woods, Warrington; Taylor, Hoare, § Taylor, for A. § I. E. Fletcher, 
Northwich. 

[Reported by J. P. Metxor, Barrister-at-Law. | 


REG. ». MEAD (METROPOLITAN POLICE MAGISTRATE)~—13th and 
14th Apri 


Pustic Heattu (Lonpon) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 76), ‘s. 120, sup- 
SECTION 4; 8s. 128, sun-secTION 1—Nvu1sance—Summons—DesIGNATION OF 
Owner or Premises—‘ Noticr, OrpER, OR OTHER DocumMENT ’’—SERVICE 
or SUMMONS. 

Rule nisi to Mr. Mead, metropolitan police magistrate, to shew cause 
why he should not hear and determine a complaint of nuisance. The 
question in the case was whether a summons under the Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891, must be addressed to the owner of the premises in 
respect of which the complaint arose by name and served upon him 
personally, as required by Jervis’ Act, or whether under the provisions of 
the above Act of 1891 it is sufficient if it be addressed to the ‘‘ owner ’’ of 
and left for him upon the premises. A summons was taken out by the 
sanitary inspector for the Poplar district against the owner of certain 
premises for allowing them to be in such a state as to create a nuisance. 
The learned magistrate, however, declined jurisdiction, on the ground that, 
the summons not having being ad to the owner of the premises by 
name or served upon him personally, but addressed to the owner of the 
premises and left with some person found thereon for him, was informal 
and improperly served. By the Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 
55 Vict. c. 76), s. 120, sub-section 4, ‘‘ whenever in any proceeding under 
the provisions of this Act relating to nuisances it becomes n to 
mention or refer to the owner or occupier of any premises, it shall be 
sufficient to designate him as the ‘owner’ or ‘occupier’ of such 
premices without futher name or description.’” By section 128, sub- 
section 1, it is provided that ‘‘any notice, order, or other document 
required or authorized to be served under this Act may be served by 
delivering the same or a true copy thereof, &c. . . or when addressed 
to the owner or occupier of premises, then to some person on the premises, 
or if there is no person on the premises who can be so served, then by 
fixing the same or a copy thereof on some conspicuous part of the 
premises,’’ &c. It was contended by counsel in shewing cause that 4 
summons was not a ‘notice, order, or other document’? within the 
provisions of section 128, sub-section 1, which together with section 127 
was headed ‘“‘notices’’ in the Act, and referred only to notices or 
documents authorized by the Act to be issued by the sanitary authority 
or the county council, and not to notices or orders issued by a court of 





within the provisions of Jervis’ Act, and must be addressed to the owner 


The occupiers of Hefferston Grange had always been rated | by name and served upon him personally. By section 116, sub-seetion 3, 
for the relief of the poor of the township of Weaverham. In 1866 the ' of the Act express provision was made 


in the case of the owner of 


summary jurisdiction. Such a document must be served in accordance 
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premises being unknown by the enactment that when the occupier wilfally 
refused to disclose the name of the owner he should be liable to a —- 
It was argued by counsel in support of the rule that the provisions of the 
Act expressly allowed a summons to be addressed to and served upon the 
owner of premises without designating him by name or serving him 
personally in order to obviate the difficulties of doing so in crowded 
neighbourhoods. Without such provisions it would be frequently 
impossible to administer the Act, and if section 120, sub-section 4, did not 
apply toa summous it would be useless. The practical result of the mode 
of service contended for was almost invariably that the owner a J 
But if he did not do so the court of summary jurisdiction could not 
proceed to fine and conviction, although by virtue of section 8 an order 
could in that case be made upon the sanitary authority to abate the 
nuisance. By virtue of section 120, sub-section 4, the summons 
sufficiently designated the owner by so describing him, and such summons 
was clearly an ‘‘ other document’’ within the meaning of section 128, 
sub-section 1. 

Tue Court (CHantes and Coriins, JJ.) made the rule absolute. It 
was clear upon a reference to the provisions of the Act that a summons was 
included in the words *‘ notice, order, or other document ”’ in sub-section 
1 of section 128, and could consequently be properly served in the manner 
provided by that section. It was also sufficient in such a proceeding as 
was taken in this case to designate the owner of premises as the ‘* owner”’ 
as provided by section 120, sub-section 4, instead of naming him, and no 
injustice would arise from such a course, because no conviction or fine 
could follow unless the owner were designated, although by virtue of 
section 8 a nuisance order could then be addressed to and executed by the 
sanitary authority.—Counsre., H. Sutton; Muir. Soxtcrrors, Solicitor to the 
Treasury ; C. V. Young ¢ Son. 


[Reported by J. P. Me.xor, Barrister-at-Law. } 


TOMLINSON +. HAMPSON— 16th April. 


County Court—Money parip into Court TO ABIDE THE JUDGMENT—RIGHT 
To Payment Ovt. 


The question in this case was whether the plaintiff was entitled to have 
paid out to him a sum of £60 which had been paid into court on behalf of 
a defendant against whom a petition in bankruptcy had been presented 
before the plaintiff obtained judgment. On the 2nd of February the plain- 
tiff issued a-summons in the county court to recover summarily a sum 
alleged to be due to him on a promissory note. On the 5th of February 
the county court judge made an order on the application ex parte of the 
plaintiff that the defendant should pay to a receiver a sum of £60 ‘‘ to 
abide the judgment or order of the court.’? On the 7th of February that 
sum was paid to the receiver, and by him to the registrar of thecourt. On 
the 9th of February a petition in bankruptcy was presented against the 
defendant. On the 14th of February the plaintiff obtained judgment 
against the defendant. An application by the plaintiff for payment out 
to him of the sum of £60 so paid into court was opposed by the official 
receiver and refused by the county court judge. The plaintiff appealed, 
and ar that by the form of the order for payment in, the sum was 
paid in to abide the event of the action, and that the plaintiff, upon obtain - 
ing judgment, was entitled to have it paid out to him: Er parte Banner 
(L. R. 9 Oh. 379), Ex parte Bouchard (12 Ch. D. 26); section 45 of the 
Bankraptcy Act, 1883, had no application to an order of this kind: Re 
Hutchinson (16 Q. B. D. 515). On behalf of the official receiver, Re Potts 
(1893, 1 Q. B. 648), Re Dickinson (22 Q. B. D. 187), and Butler v. Wearing 
(17 Q. B. D. 182) were cited, and it was argued that section 45 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, applied, and had altered the law since Re Banner 
was decided ; also, that the decision in that case did not govern the pre- 
sent case, in which the order for payment into court was made ez parte. 

Tur Court (Cuar.es and Cox.ins, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cuarwzs, J.—I think we have no alternative but to allow this a —_ 
The county court judge ordered that this sum was to be paid “to abide 
the judgment or order of the court in this action.”” Twelve days after the 
summons was issued the plaintiff signed judgment, and he claims that, the 
event of the action having been in his favour, he is entitled to have the 
money paid out to him. I cannot see any distinction between this case 
and the cases of Ex parte Banner and Ex parte Bouchard. There is no doubt 
that the judge had jurisdiction to make the order which he made, and I 
think the result of it is the same as that of the orders in those cases. It is 
true that in Ez parte Banner the application was by the debtor, and here it 
is by the creditor; but that cannot make any difference in the terms of 
this order. The appeal must be allowed. 

Co.uins, J.—I am of the same opinion. The result of the authorities is 
that, where money is paid into court to abide the event of an action which 
is not decided for several days afterwards, the money must be considered 
as protected from the date of its payuest in. The order was certainly 
made ex parte, but there was jurisdiction to make it. The money was paid 
in to abide the event, and I think this case is covered by Banner’s and 
Bouchard’s cases. Appeal allowed.—Counse, E. W. Hansell ; Trevor Lloyd. 
Soricrrors, Kennedy, Hughes, § Kennedy; Field, Roscoe, § Co., for Hugh 
Jones, Oswestry. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
KENT v. WARD—C. A. No. 1, 10th April. 


Soticrrorn—Brtt or Oosts—Taxation—Uncertiricatep So1icrror—D1s- 
BURSEMENTS—RIGHT TO RECOVER—Soxicrrors Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. 
c. 68), s. 12. 


Appeal from ap order of the Queen’s Bench Division. The plaintiff, a 


solicitor, was retained by the defendant to conduct an action in the High 
Court for him. By ion 22 of the Solicitors Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. o. 
127), every solicitor’s certificate issued by the registrar between the 15th 
of November and the 16th of December in any year shall bear date on the 
16th of November, and shall take effect on that day for all purposes ; 
every certificate issued at any other time shall bear date on the day 
which it is issued, and shall take effect on the day on which it is stamped 
and every certificate shall continue in force from the day on wirich 
takes effect until the 15th of November following. 
November and the 3lst of December, 1892, the — delivered 
briefs to counsel in the action, and the action was wi 


HY] 
rit 
Het, 


and two refresher fees became due to counsel in respect thereof. The 
laintiff in that year omitted to take out his certificate until the 31st .of 
Seether, On the 20th of February, 1893, the counsel the 


plaintiff 

brief fees and the refresher fees. The plaintiff delivered his bill of 
which, after iving credit for money paid to him on account of the general 
expenses of the action, shewed a balance of £124 due to him, and 

action to recover that amount. At the trial Mathew, J., gave judg- 
ment for the amount claimed subject to taxation. At the taxation 
master refused to tax off the above-men brief and refresher fees, 
and the defendant carried in objections to the allowance of these items 
upon the ground that by section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 1874, they were 
not recoverable. The judge at chambers and the Divisional Court (Mathew 
and Cave, JJ.) dismissed an application to review the taxation upon the 
ground that the plaintiff a right to a — the money in his 
hands to the payment of those items. efendant ed. By 
section 74 of the Solicitors Act, 1874, ‘* No costs, fee, 
ment on account of or in relation to any act pe Po emggeee 3 done 
phe a who acts as an attorney or tor without being duly 
q so to act shall be recoverable in any action, suit, or matter by 
any person cr persons whomsoever. For the purposes of this section a 
person shall be deemed to be duly qualified to act as an attorney or solici- 
tor if he shall have in force at the at which he acts as an attorney or 
solicitor a duly stamped certificate authorizing him so to do.”’ 

Tue Covrr (Lord Esner, M.R., A. L. Surrn and Davey, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Esner, M.R., said that the m of the judgment for the 
plaintiff at the trial was that he should have judgment for that amount 
which upon taxation he was found to be entitled to. The plaintiff in this 
case delivered briefs in an action at a time when he had not taken out his 
certificate. It was true that a solicitor had a month’s from the 
16th of November in which to take out his certificate, and if he took it out 
within the month the certificate dated back to the 16th of November. 
But if he allowed the month’s grace to expire without taking out his 
certificate, the certificate would be dated on the day on which it was 
issued, and would not relate back. In such a case during the time when 
he had no certificate he would not be duly qualified to act as a solicitor. 
The acts done by the plaintiff on account of which he made the disburse- 
ments were done by him at a time when he was an uncertificated solicitor, 
and therefore not duly qualified to act asa solicitor. No doubt the disburse- 
ments were made when the plaintiff had taken out his certificate, but 
were made on account of acts done by him when he was unce ‘ 
Section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 1874, therefore prevented him from 
recovering them. It was then said that, though the plaintiff might not 
recover them in the action, yet as the def t had paid him money 
generally on account of his costs, he could allocate part of that money to 
the payment of these items. In his lordship’s opinion a solicitor had no 
right to allocate money to the payment of items which he was not entitled 
to recover. But, supposing he could so allocate the money, it was clear 
from the facts that the plaintiff never did so allocate it. Therefore the 
items objected to must be disallowed, and the appeal 

A. L. Surru, L.J., in concurring, said that it was not necessary to say 
whether a solicitor could allocate money received from his client generally 
to the payment of items which he could not recover, because it was clear 
that the plaintiff here never did so allocate the money. 

Davey, L.J., concurred. The act or proceeding on account of which 
these payments for the brief and refresher fees were made was the delivery 
of the briefs. To his lordship’s mind the refresher fees became due, in the 
sense in which counsel’s fees ever did become due, — the delivery of 
the briefs, subject to the condition place which would entitle 
counsel te be paid the refresher fees. But w that be so or whether 
the refresher fees became due at the time when the trial lasted the 
requisite time was immaterial in this case, because in either event the 
plaintiff had not then taken out his certificate. Therefore by section 12 
of the Solicitors Act, 1874, the brief and refresher fees were not recover- 
able in the action. As regards the question of, allocation, it was un- 
necessary to decide whether the plaintiff could do so or not. He was 
disposed to agree with the Master of the Rolls that a eolicitor could not 
allocate to the payment of items which were not recoverable money A wear to 
him generally by the client. Here, however, it was too late for the tiff 
now to attempt to make the allocation, as it was clear that he had never 
hitherto made it nor even dreamt of-making it.—Counset, Marshall, Q.C., 
and George Wallace; Muir Mackenzie, Soxrtcrrors, H. 8. Bridge ; Rossiter. 


| Reported by W. F. Baznry, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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County Courts. 
HIGLEY v. REYNOLDS & PHILLIPS—Hereford, 10th April. 
Lzssor’s Soxtcrror’s Costs—Ovstom iv Hergrorpsxtee. 





This was an action in which Mrs. Annie Higley sued Messrs. Reynolds & 
Phillips for £2 12s. 6d., @ moiety of the lessor’s solicitors’ goste for a lease 
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of pang in the city of Hereford granted by the plaintiff to the defend- 


ants. 

Mr. Earle (Mesers. Hutchinson & Earle) appeared for the plaintiff and 
Mr. Garrold for the defendants. 

Mr. Earle, in opening the case, stated that the facts (which were ad- 
mitted) were briefly these :—The plaintiff granted a lease to the defend- 
ants without any reference having been made in the course of the negotia- 
tions to the question of costs. She had paid the costs, and now claimed, 
under a custom in the county of Hereford, repayment by the lessees of 
one-half the amount. The two points necessary to be proved were, 
therefore, first, the general law of the land that the lessee pays the whole 
of the lessor’s solicitor’s costs in addition to those of his own solicitor, if 
he employ one; and, secondly, that there is a custom in the county 
limiting the amount payable by the lessee to one-half. In support of the 
first contention he relied upon Davidson’s Precedents, vol. 5, part 1, p. 
26 (note) ; Rubinstein’s Conveyancing Costs, p. 89 (note a); the Incor- 
porated Law Society’s Digest on the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, 
pp. 112 and 113, paragraphs Nos. 267, 268, and 269; the case of Grissell 
y. Robinson (3 Bing. N. C. 10); referred to the judgment in Helps y. 
Clayton (13 W. R. 161, 17 C. B. N. 8. 553, 34 L. J. C. P. 1, 11 
L. T. 476) ; and in the notes to Wigglesworth v. Daliison (Smith’s L. C., p. 
520). In support of the second point he read a resolution of the Here- 
fordshire Incorporated Law Society, passed in 1888, in the following 
words :—‘‘ That this committee consider that, in the absence of any 
stipulation to the contrary, it is the universally recognized practice in this 
part of the country for the costs of the lessor’s solicitor to be divided 

ually between lessor and lessee, and that the lessee pay his own 

itor in addition, if he employ one.’’ Mr. Garrold objected that this 
was not evidence, but his Honour admitted it on learning that professional 
evidence was to be called in support. Evidence was then given that the 
above resolution correctly expressed the custom of the county by Messrs. 
T. Llanwarne (president of the Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society), 
J. Gwynne James, W. J. Humfrys, and J. R. Symons (hon. sec. of the 
Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society), whose experience extended over 
periods of from thirty to fifty years. 

Mr. Garrold argued against both customs that they did not comply with 
the nine essentials mentioned in Blackstone, and that this was an attempt 
to set up a custom for Herefordshire imposing upon one man liability to 
pay the debt of another. 

His Honour Judge Lz, in giving judgment for the plaintiff, said that 
if he had any doubt in the case he would have reserved judgment, but he 
really could not have the slightest doubt as to what the judgment should 
be. It had been to his mind proved by a number of authorities, if it 
really needed to be proved at all, that it was the established rule in 
.London, and in the greater part of the country, that in the case of a 
lease the lessee paid the costs of the lessee and lessor. For that he had 
authorities of the best kind, and his own experience was entirely in the 
same way. It was not asked in the present case that the lessee should 
pay the whole of the costs, but only half. Solicitors of experience had 
stated that in this county the custom was, not that the lessee should pay the 
whole, but only half. He was entirely satisfied with that evidence, upon 
which he was entitled to rely. He did not think that the rule was estab- 
lished by the resolution of the local law society, which, as had been stated 
in evidence, was only passed with a view of placing on record a custom 
which had prevailed for a long time past 

Mr. Garrold applied for time to consider whether his client would ask 
for leave to appeal or that a case might be stated, but his Honour refused 
the application, saying that if he gave leave to appeal it would only be on 
condition that the defendant paid the costs on both sides, 

Judgment for plaintiff with costs. 





LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


In pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual general 
meeting, held on the 15th of July, 1881, to the effect that meetings of the 
society should be held in January and April, a special general meeting of 
the members of the society will be held in the hall of the society on 
Friday, the 27th inst., at two o’clock precisely, to consider the subject 
hereinafter mentioned and of which notice has been duly given. 

Mr. Jobn Hunter will move on behalf of the council, ‘‘ That the 
existing bye-laws be repealed, and that the proposed new bye-laws as 

by the council be enacted.’’ 
oTr.—On considering the existing bye-laws it appeared to the council 
that they required re-arrangement, and that some additions and amend- 
ments were desirable. 

In the print of the proposed new bye-laws all the provisions relating to 
one subject are, as far as possible arranged under one head, and the 
headings have been grouped in their logical order. For the convenience 
of members the numbers of the existing bye-laws and regulations are 
printed in the margin, and where a bye-law or portion of a bye-law is 
new, it is indicated as such, 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
AnnvaL Geyerat Meetine, 

The fifty-seventh annual general meeting of the Legal and General Life 
Assurance Society was held on Tuesday, at the offices, 10, Fleet-street, 
the chair being taken by Mr. Wau. Wiit1ams. 

The Szcrerany (Mr. E. Colquhoun) having read the notice convening 





the Ans gma the report, revenue account, and balance-sheet were taken 


as ' 

The Cuareman in moving the adoption of the report and accounts said 
he hoped the meeting would find the report to be satisfactory. It would be 
observed that during the past year new assurances had been effected with 
the society under 575 policies for the sum of £1,119,496. The new premiums 
thereon had amounted to £38,892 1s. 6d., of which £7,178 3s. 6d. was paid 
away for the reassurance with other offices of £391,805, leaving £31,713 18s. 
as the new premiums on £727,691, the net risks retained by the society. 
It might be interesting to the meeting to know what were the premiums 
in the five preceding years. In the year 1893 the premiums were £30,587 ; 
in 1892 they were £27,941 ; in 1890, £26,320; in 1889, £27,571; and in 
1888 only £20,517; so that it would be seen that in the course of 
less than five years the new premiums had increased by more than 
£11,000. The total net premium income of last year had amounted to 
£211,542 8s. 8d., being an increase of £16,015 upon that of 1892. The 
total claims had amounted to £162,988 8s. 6d., whilst the mortality was 
very much less last year than was to have been expected—viz., £162,988 
8s. 6d. against £178,194 of the year 1892. That sum included £40,749 
16s. paid as bonus additions to policies assuring £79,020, and in cases in 
which bonuses had not been previously surrendered for cash or reduction 
of premium the additions amounted to the large average increase of 
60 per cent. The total number of ordinary policies in force at the end of 
the year was 5,199, assuring, with bonus additions, £9,618,388. The total 
assets of the society had increased during the year—and this was a very 
satisfactory amount—by the sum of £138,582 8s., and they amounted on 
the 3lst of December to £2,831,064 17s. 7d. Omitting the amount 
invested in the purchase of reversionary interests the remainder of the 
society’s assets, productive and unproductive, had yielded an average rate 
of £4 6s. 9d. per cent. The assets of the society included £1,805,155 
invested on mortgages of real and personal property in the United King- 
dom. Of these mortgages only £74,440 was now upon property in Ireland, 
and this sum was well sec and the interest was punctually paid. The 
other mortgages, which were upon property in England or Wales, had 
been recently investigated by the directors, and the result of such 
investigation was satisfactory. 

Mr. F. J. Buaxg seconded the motion, which was carried unanimously. 

The Cuatrman said that under the powers conferred by the deed of 
settlement the directors had filled the vacancy caused by the death of Mr. 
Bartle J. L. Frere by electing his nephew, Mr. George Edgar Frere. 
Under the provisions of the deed Mr. Frere would retire from office at this 
meeting, but was eligible for re-election. He hoped, therefore, that Mr. 
Frere would be re-elected a director, and he moved accordingly. 

Mr. Buaxs seconded the motion, which was agreed to nem. con. 

The Cuateman said that the following gentlemen also retired from office : 
—Messrs. Blake, A. Grant Meek, Frederic P. Morrell, Wm. Hy. Saltwell, 
and himself. With the exception of his own name he would move that 
the other retiring directors be re-elected. 

Mr. Biaxe moved that Mr. Wm. Williams be also re-elected a director. 

The motions were carried. 

The Cuarnman said that two of the auditors, Mr. Kenyon C. 8. Parker and 
Mr. John 8. Follett, retired in rotation. Both were very well-known 
names, and gentlemen who had always performed their duty with great 
satisfaction. They were eligible for re-election, and he begged to propose 
them. 

The motion having been agreed to, . 

The Cuareman said it was also n that the meeting should autho- 
rize the directors to remunerate the auditors for their services, which had 
become very much more onerous in co! uence of the increased business 
of the society. He was sure the annual sum voted for them would be 
again voted on the present occasion. He moved that it be £200, which 
was only £50 each. 

The vote was adopted. : 

A vote of thanks to the directors for their conduct of the business of the 
society and to the chairman for presiding over the meeting having been 
carried with acclamation, 

The Cuarrman in returning thanks on behalf of himself and his col- 
leagues, said they were very greatly indebted to the staff, and he begged, 
therefore, to associate Mr. Colquhoun and the staff in the vote. He was 
sure they all deserved it. ‘Their work had very much increased, but the 
result, as the report had shewn, was satisfactory. 





UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 
April 16—Mr. G. D, Elliman in the chair.—Before the debate was pro- 
ed with, Mr. J. 8. Green, as an old member of the society, moved, and 
Mr. L. W. Browne seconded, the resolution :—‘‘ That this house expresses 
its regret at the deaths of Lords Hannen and Bowen,” which was unani- 
mously agreed to. Dr. C. Herbert Smith then moved: ‘‘ That the Indian 
Opium Traffic is a discredit to the country, and should be prohibited.’’ He 
dealt with the subject in an exhaustive way, and supported his arguments 
by many facts collected by the Anti-Opium Society. Mr. C. W. Williams 
op , and after Mr. Hubbard, Mr. Marks, and Mr. Begg had addressed 
the house, and Dr. C. Herbert Smith had replied, the motion was put and 
lost by two votes. 








Lonpon AND LANCASHIRE Fime INsurance.—The annua! accounts shew a 


.| net premium income of £868,139, and a net credit balance on the year’s 


operations of £26,453. Dividend (including the interim), 10s. per share, 
or 20 per cent. on the paid 


funds, exclusive of capital, £660,259; reserve capi 
$1,914,750 


-up capital. The financial position of the | 
company will then stand as follows :—Capital ss £212,750; reserve ~ 
| at call of directors, 3 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFERS OF ACTIONS. 


Orpers or Court. 
Monday, the 9th day of April, 1894. 
I, Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby transfer the action of ‘‘ Heywood and Company Free re v. The 
Furniture Press (Limited) ’’ (1894—H—828) from the le Mr. 
Justice Stirling to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 
Henscwz11, C. 


Monday, the 9th day of April, 1894. 
I, Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby transfer the action of ‘*‘ Miles Prendergast Jukes (on behalf of 
himself and all other persons entitled to the benefit of any Contracts of 
Insurance or Guarantee by the National Insurance and Guarantee 
Corporation, Limited) Plaintiff v. James Widdington Shand, Harvey 
Alexander Young, and the National Insurance ond, Guarantee Corpora- 
tion, Limited, Defendants’’ (1893—J—No. 1928), from the Honourable 
Mr. Justice Chitty to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 
Henscuz11, C. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


By the death of Mr. Gzorncz Cooxz, which took place on the 1ith 
inst. in his 90th year, Bristol has lost its oldest solicitor, Mr. Cooke 
having been admitted as far back as 1826. Until a few years ago, when 
he retired from practice, he was the head of the present well-known firm 
of Messrs. Isaac Cooke, Sons, & Dunn. He was a sound Churchman and a 
strong Conservative, and for many years took an active in the 
municipal affairs of his city. He leaves a family of five sons and two 
daughters. 


Mr. Daviy Duptzy Fretp, who died last week,'was born at Haddam, 
Connecticut, in 1805, was admitted to the bar of New York in 1828, 
and entered at once upon a career at the bar which covered a period of 
sixty years, during more than half of which he was admitted at the head 
of his profession in the Unjted States. Fifty-five years » says the 
Times, he the work of a reform of the judiciary with which his 
name is identified at home and abroad. He pub a pamphlet on the 
subject in 1839. In 1841 he prepared three important Bills embodying 
these ideas of reform, but it was five years before his influence began to 
have effect on the local Legislature. In 1847 he was appointed Com- 
missioner of Practice and Pleadings, and in that capacity took a leading 
part in preparing a code of procedure, which was finally adopted by the 
State of New York in 1850. ‘This code introduced many radical changes, 
and has been taken by foreign nations as a basis for similar reforms, while 
twenty-four of the States of the Union have adopted nearly all of its prin- 
pal features. In 1857 he was ee head of a Commission to ~~ 
a political code, penal code, and civil code. This work was completed in 
the year 1865, but only the penal code was adopted by the State. 


The death is announced of Mr. Joseru Gurpaua, solicitor, of the firm 
of Kaye & Guedalla, of Essex-street, Strand, London. ‘‘ One who knew 
him,’’ writing in the Pall Mall Gazette, says:—‘‘ Though his name, or the 
name of his firm, was seldom seen in the reports of any of the celebrated 
cases, he was almost invariably in some way or other mixed up with them, 
and, after his great friend, Sir George Lewis, with whom he constantly 
worked, there was nobody who knew more of the secret social history of 
his time. He was by nationality a Portuguese, and by profession a Jew, 
but he would be better understood if described as a clever, kindly man of 
the world, who earned his living and everybody’s liking by adjusting 
their differences quietly and fairly with perhaps unusual consideration for 
the claims of those who did not employ him. Though ae he 
was not a man of notoriety, for his motto was to keep his clients out of 
the courts, arguing, and proving in many cases, that he could get more 
for them with less expense than any judge or jury was likely to give. 
Ill-health made Mr. Guedalla seem a much older man than he really was, 
for of late he looked almost any age, whereas he only owned to a 
under fifty. Heart trouble haunted him for years, but, though it bow 
his frail little body and kept him fighting for breath for very long periods, 
it could not damp his spirits or lessen his love of life. He leaves two 
sons, whom he articled respectively to Messrs. Ashurst & Morris and 
Messrs. Deloitte & Dever; as also two daughters. He is believed to have 
left an enormous fortune.’’ 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. M’Catt, Q.C., and Mr. Rrcnaxp Szarte, barrister, have been elected 
Benchers of the Honourable Society of the Middle Temple, in succession 
to the late Mr. Speed, Q.C., and the late Lord Hannen. 


Mr. Swinrorp Lasts Tuoxrnron, barrister (Registrar, Su Court, 
and Commissioner of the Court of Requests, Malacca, Straits Settlements), 
has been appointed Attorney-General of the Island of St. Vincent. 
Mr. Cuas. Wm. Daxztac, solicitor, 2, Bedford-row, W.C., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Dalbiac was admitted in 
ovember, 1876. 


Mr. Henry Purcett Day, solicitor, Nottingham, has been nted a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Day was admitted in Dooonben SRT. 


has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Deighton was ad- 
mitted in July, 1887. 

Mr. G Wm. Epwarns, solicitor, Liverpool, has: been a 
Cominiseloner for Oaths. Mr. colicttes, Laverpoed a yay east. He 
is a commissioner for the County Palatine of Lancashire, and a commis- 


sioner for South Australia. 
Mr. Samvet Davin Evans, B.A., solicitor, Cowbridge, has been 

a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. was admitted in December, 1887. 
Mr. Roserr Srancen Tartor Expy, solicitor, Burslem, has been ap- 


pointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Eley was admitted in January, 
1888. 


Mr. Wx. Henry Ex1s, solicitor, Llanfairfechan, has been appointed 9 
Commissioner for Oaths.’ Mr. Ellis was admitted in January, 1887. 

Mr. Henry Epmunp Franks, solicitor, Willesden- , has been ap+ 

ted a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Franks was tted in Decem- 

r, 1879. ; 

Mr. Joun Waurer Gneex, solicitor, St. Helens, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Green was admitted in December, 1887. 
| Mr. Arruun Garest, solicitor, West Hartlepool, has been appointed s 

Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Geipel was admitted in April, 1885. He is 
a notary public. 

Mr. Ricuarp Waurer Guascoprxg, solicitor, Wrexham, has been ap- 

inted a Commissioner for Oaths. ‘Mr. Glascodine was admitted 

anuary, 1888. on 

Mr. Joun Granam, solicitor, W: has been appointed a Commissioner 
fon bcthn” Sie Gadmen wes’ eluiteed in December, 1887, after having 
passed the Final Examination with honours. He is a notary public. 

Mr. Joun Gzorce Gopanrp, solicitor, 32, Gresham-street, E.C., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Godard was admitted in 
December, 1887. 

Mr. Joux Graves, solicitor, Devonport, has been appointed a Oomi- 
missioner for Oaths. Mr. Graves was admitted in November, 1879. 

Mr. Davm Haus, B.A., solicitor, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, has been ap- 
inted a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Hale was admitted in October, 
887. He is clerk to the Leicestershire County Magistrates (Ashby-de-la- 
Zouch Division) and clerk to the Derbyshire County Magistrates (Swadlin- 
cote Division). - 
Mr. Epwix Frepertcx Hm, M.A. Oxon., solicitor, Granville House, 
Arundel-street, Strand, W.O., has been appointed a Commissioner for 
Oaths. Mr. Hill was admitted in April, 1881. 
Mr. Ronert Hoxz, solicitor, Minehead, has been inted a Com- 
missioner for Oaths. ’ Mr. Hole was admitted in November, 1886. He is 
clerk to the local board. 
Mr. Evzeraut Hin, solicitor, Goole, has been appointed a Commissioner 
for Oaths. Mr. Hind was admitted in November, 1887, shat 
Mr. Cuas. Atrrev Herrzman, solicitor, Cardiff, has been appo a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Heitzman was admitted in July, = aos ll 7 

Mr. Curtstoruer Horyer, solicitor, Leyburn, has been appoin a 
Commiesioner for Oaths. Mr. Horner was admitted in April, 1887. 

Mr. Tuomas Penman Hastam, solicitor, Wolverhampton, has been ap- 
tesa for Oaths. Mr. Haslam was admitted in July, 
887. 

Mr. Rosert Ganstog Ives, LL.B., solicitor, Staleybridge, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Garside was admitted in 
January, 1888. os 

Mr. Antuur Joseru Jexyu1, solicitor, 41, Threadneedle-street, E.O. 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Jekyll was admitted 
in July, 1887. 

Mr. Joun Stantey Kent, solicitor, 55, Basinghall-street, E.C., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Kent was admitted in Decem- 
ber, 1884. 

Mr. Jostan Lono.ann, solicitor, 2, Union-street, Warrington, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 


GENERAL. 
Lord Coleridge has been suffering from the 
confined him to the house for the last few days, but-is 
The death is announced of Mr. John ie 


on Monday. It appears that while taking off his boots in 
view of going upstairs to bed, he overbalanced himself, 
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Mr. Tuos. Howarp Dricuton, solicitor, 44, King William-street, E.C., 
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pet are questions which came before ‘it. He desired to take that 
ty of stating what great assistance the bench had received from 
snaibene of their profession. 


At a meeting of justices of the peace held in the Victoria Law Courts, 
Birmingham, on Wednesday, correspondence was read on the question 
of the Assizes Relief Act and the course which justices should adopt 
with regard to it. Among the letters was one from the Lord Chief 
Justice to the Home Secretary with regard to a question asked by Mr. 
Powell Williams in the House of Commons, His lordship wrote :—‘‘ My 
dear Mr. Asquith,—With a single exception the question of Mr. Powell 
Williams accurately states what I stated to the grand jury of Worcester- 
shire. I did not state that the judges had now come generally to the 
opinion that prisoners should not be committed over the assizes. To 
recommend such a course in all cases would have been to recommend a 

tical repeal of an Act of Parliament by judicial authority—a course, 
my opinion, quite indefensible. Interpreting general words in an Act 
of Parliament is a very diferent matter; and I have always been, and 
am, of opinion that lapse of time between the committal and the trial of a 
prisoner is a special circumstance to be considered by the magistrates in 
their discretion when they commit a prisoner for trial. For some time the 
judges took very different views on this point, and I am not sure that 
they are all absolutely of one opinion now. But a very large majority are 
now of the opinion I have expressed.—I am, &c., CoLERipcE.”’ 











COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 


Rota or Reoistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 


Appeau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Cutty. Norra. 
Mr. Leach Mr. Rolt Mr. Carrington 
Godfrey Farmer Lavie 
Leach Rolt Carrington 
Godfrey Farmer Lavie 
Leach Rolt Carrington 
Godfrey Farmer Lavie 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Stieuins. KEKEWICH. Romer. 
Mr. Beal Mr. Ward Mr. Jackson 
Pugh Pemberton Clowes 
Beal Ward Jackson 
Pugh Pemberten Clowes 
Beal Ward Jackson 
Pugh Pemberton Clowes 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
CuamfertaYxe.—April 16, the wife of Stanes Chamberlayne, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Norwoov—April 11, at Charing, Kent, the wife of Charles Norwood, solicitor, of a 


daughter. 
Parr.—March 13, at Cliff House, The Park, Nottingham, the wife of George Parr, solicitor, 


of a son. 
MARRIAGE. 


Dovot.ssJowns—Sesnen. —April 12, at Upton Old Church, Slough, William Dou > 
Jones, M.A., solicitor, Bangor, to Maude, only daughter of "Edward Onslow Seeker, J. 


Slough. 
i DEATHS. 


Bafkiner.—April 9, at Bangor, Henry Barber, solicitor and notaty, aged 75. 
EAUMONT. —April 12, suddenly, at 30, Wigmore-street, Saseike Beaumont (Lake, 
Beaumont, & Lake), of 10, New-square, aged 53. R.LP. 

Munster.—April 11, at “amo Manor, Plumpton, Henry Munster, of the Inner 
Temple, barrister-at-law 





Wanrrixe A ee Hovse Porcnassrs & Lessees.—Before purchasing or renting 
4 house have t yo eximined by ah expert from The 
oSecy egiaercinn & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. see) 75), who also undertake the Ventilation of Cilices, &c. -[ Apvt.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gasette.—Faivay, April 13. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarrep 1x Caancerr. 

Arrican Exconation anv Investment Co, La a Wee having claims against 
the a ena tt to lodge the same with Henry 6, Queen st place, within 
ten 11 

——— ERICAN Patino Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before A ty oe 30, to 

their names and addresses, one poten of their debts or claims, to jamin 
ase 3, Church passage, Guild Marshall & Marshall, solors for liquidator 

Baxx or Sourn Av STRALIA, LimtreEp—Petn for continuance of voluntary winding up, 

a? = _——— to be heard on Wednesday, April &. Murray & Co, 11, 
ers. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not 
ee thee ychack int e afternoon of April 24 
ag Tavst anv Investment Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 11, 
their names and addresses, and iculars of their debts or claims, to John 
| ee neth, ath 184, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Graxite Siiicon Prasrer Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 80, to 

send their names and addresses, and gg ey of thei debts or claims, to to Henjoude 
Newstead, 3, Church passage, Guildhall Roy & Cartwright, solors for liquidator 

Hicoixsox & Co, Luutren—Creditors are required, on or before May 25, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Benjamin Howorth, 
26, North John st, Liverpool. Simpson & _ bee 4 solors for liquidator 

Isvicta Works. Limirep—Petn for April 9, directed to be heard 
on April 25, Hicklin & Co, 1, Trinity 8q, yp AF mee og solors for petners. Notice pe 

must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


2 
Lixwoop Corrox Srixsixo Co, Luatrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 16, to 
send their names addresses, particulars of their debts or claims, to 


and , and 
Haward ‘Adshead, 95, Portland st, Manchester. Rigby, Manchester, solor for Hquidator 




















Orarp pt Mowrsnetto Coexac Co, Luonrep—Petn for nae he Y presented March 6, 
directed to to be heard on Wednesday, April 25. Irvine & Co st, Mark lane, solors 
for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock i in 
the afternoon of April 24 

Putte Morris & Co, Limrrgep—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their or claims, to John Dalgleish, 8, Old 
Jewry. Michael Abvahase & Co, 8, Old Jewry, solors for liquidator 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTep 1x CHANCERY. 
Beowmtant, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Aus 25, to send their names 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to dwin Playster Steeds, 20, 
Friar lane, Leicester. Jackson & Jackson, 61, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for liquidator 

Baitise TempeRance Brewery Co, Limtrev—Creditors are required, on or before. May 22, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
W. Cornish, 1, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 

F. Butioven & ‘Co, Liarreo—Creditors are required, on or before May 29, to send their 
names and and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederic Siddall Marsh, 
8, Bowker’s row, Bolton 

Ive. Cyciz Co, Linrrxp—Creditors are required, on or before May 29, to send their names 
el addresses , and particulars of their debts or claims, to C. C. Baker, 1, Gresham bldgs, 

asing! 

Joux Greenwoop & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 1, to send in 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to John Joseph 
Thompson, Victoria bldgs, St. Mary’s gate, Manchester. Boote & Edgar, Manchester, 
solors for liquidator 

Lonpon anp Soutn Argican Acency, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 
1, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Fell Dalglish, 83, Hatton garden 

PiocapitLy Cuampers, Linirep—Petn for winding up, presented — 13, directed to be 

eard on Wednesday, April 25. Rickards & Mozley-Stark, 6, Norman st, solors for 
petner. Notice of me must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of Api 

Srarrk Bowxert, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented April 12, directed to be heard 
on April 25. drews, 18, Essex st, Strand, solor for petners. ‘Notice of appearing 
must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 24 

Zampes! (Gaza) Concessions Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented April 11, 
directed to be heard on April 25. Castle, 34, King st, Cheapside, solor for petner. 
Notice of - must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of April 24 

ZAMBESI rye Co, Luurep—Petn for winding up, presented April 11, 
di eard on April 25. Castle, 34, King st, Cheapside, solor for petner. 
Notice of ap must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of April 24 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette.—Turspay, April 3. 
Bassett, Divatt, Grosvenor st West, Birmingham April 25 Bassett v Bassett, North, J 
Brady, Birmingham 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 30. 
Briers, Micnart, Narbrough, Leicester, Baker May 11 Baines, Leicester 
Cnuss, Mary Ayn, Plymouth, Spinster April 30 Greenway & Son, Plymouth 


Cooper, , comme a pacre, Barrow, Lincoln, Widow May7 H E & R Mason, Barton 
upon Humber 

Deaxs 3 >< eae Curistiax, Hintlesham, Suffolk, Widow April 28 Josselyn & Sons, 
pswic 

Doswe.t, Henry, Leeds April 30 Foster, Leeds 


Fosrer, Leonarp, Kirklington, Contractor May 5 Dowson & Co, Bedford row 

Haxye, Witutau Arunve.y, Charminster, Gent June 1 Symonds & Sons, Dorchester 

Humptirzeys, James Tuomas, Tottenham, Gent May1 Taylor & Co, Gt James st 

Jexxins, Davip, Flemingstone Court, Glam, Yeoman April 27 Lewis & Jones, 
Merthyr Tydfil 


Jessop, Joun Epmunp, Maidenhead, Esg May1 Brown & Elmhirst, York 
LayGuiayvs, Gzorce, Hebburn, Grocer April13 Stanford, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Lixscort, Tuomas Burrow, Oxford st, Baker May9 Drake & Co, Rood lane 

Nouxws, Witiiam, Horsforth, Yeoman Mayi11 Newstead & Co, Otley 

Patterson, Ropert, Sunderland March 30 Graham & Shepherd, Sunderland 

Porter, Jouy, Coventry, Licensed Victualler May 31 Twist & Sons, Coventry 

Purcnas, Samven, Barbourne, Worcester, Civil Engineer May 12 Jeffery, Worcester 
Saunpers, Exizasetu Jaye, Fordington, Dorset June1 Symonds & Sons, Dorchester 
Severges, Papas James Harris, Ceara, Brazil, Civil Engineer May 5 Dodd, New 


ScovcaL, Epwarp Fow.er, Huddersfield, M.D. April 30 Wrensted & Sharp, Great 


Satna tee Caruarine Fasuam, Lower Walmer May 5 Brown & Brown, Deal 
Tessitt, WALTER, Tunbridge Wells, Esg June 23 Tozer & Co, Dawlish 
Vervey, Sir Haney, Winslow, Bucks, Bart May1 Western & Sons, Strand 
London Gazette.—Tuxspvay, April 3. 
Bartek, Ronert, Gt Ayton, Yorks, Farmer April 25 Carrick, Stokesley 
Buack, Caruenine, Tottenham May1 Jobson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Braxpwoop, Jaye, Warrington, Spinster May19 Davies & Co, Warrington 
Braysnaw, Tuomas, East Loftus, Yorks, Schoolmaster May 3 Jackson & Jackson, 
Middlesbro 


Busuext, Joun, Birmingham, Electro Plate Manufacturer May 1 Chino, Birmingham 
Cuitpe, Rosa, Wakefield May 10 Smith, Wakefield 

Cuarxe, Cuances, Birmingham, Bricklayer April 19 Mogford, Birmingham 

Crakk, Francis Samvgt, Bath, Solicitor May5 Dyer, Bath 

Coney, Grorce, Dalston, Gent May 2 Shearman, Gresham st 

Dicktxsoy, Susanyan, St Albans June1 Annesley, St Albans 

Domocs, Mary Surru, Fradswell Hall, Staffs April11 Davies, Strand 

Evoz, James Tuomas, Strelley Hall, Notts, Esq April 20 Renshaw & Co, Suffolk lane 
Ex:wyy, Rey Witt1am Mavuypy Harvey, Ventnor April 30 Urry, Ventnor 

Puasem, § Gzonce Bacorrr, Esq, Hertford, Druggist May 1 Stanley & Co, Ludgate 
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Guost, Carotins Cuantorre, Bath April 28 Bartlett, Bath 
Go.prine, Gites, Tredegar, Currier May 15. Shepard, Tredegar 
at, Be Witi1am Watxer Estcover, Northwich April2i Trafford & Cook, 


Ni 
Hiaos, Jony, Brierley Hill, Pawnbroker May5 Guy Pritchard, Birmingham 


Hoaa, Exvizanern Diawan, Leeds, Eorra Bioxy, Leeds, and Many Ann Battey, Bradford 
May19 Turner & Turner, 
InGILBy, Gaanias Henry, Spennithorne, Major Gen May1 Maughan, Middleham 


Lup.ow, Rev Epwarp, Winterbourne St Martin May 5 Andrews & Co, Dorchester 
Mayo, Wii.1am, Friar Waddon, Dorset, Gent May5 And & Co, Dorchest 
Mccumsem, Vice-Admiral DonaLp McLzop, Eltham May5 Crawley & Co, Whitehall 


Monte, Epwin, Halifax, Worsted Spinner May7 Godfrey & Co, Halifax 

Mureay, Sarag, Clifton, Widow May12 Bremridge & Luke, Exeter 

Newcompe, Witu1am Horatio Nerpnam, Chatham, Outfitter May1 Mann, Chatham 
Peeruess, James Reap, Mitcham Mayi1 Timbrell & Deighton, King William st 
Rowset1, Joun THomas, Streatham, Esq May1 Cooper & Co, Birchin lane 

Sessions, Georcz Tuomas, Oxford, Architect May1 Galpin, Oxford 

SHanv, Henry Parkinson, Kensington, Wsq May15 Turner, Leadenhall st 

Sir, Carnuertne Tayior, Hampstead May5 Potter & Co, King st 

Suit, Mrs Susaxna, Leysters, Hereford, Widow May 28 C D & H Andrews, Leominster 
Tennttt, Many, South Petherton May1 Newman & Co, Yeovil 

Town.tty, Toomas, Preston May 10 Ambler & Rawsthorn, Preston 

‘Wess, Hanan Canotine, Walton on Thames May 10 Godfrey & Webb, Walton on 


es 
Wittcox, Jouy Burrow, Ealing, Gent May1 Stanley & Co, Ludgate hill 


Wittiams, Witt1am, Southtown, Suffolk, Laundryman April 28 Wiltshire & Son’ 
Great Yarmouth 
a Marearet Lovisa, Knowle, Warwick May 10 Lane & Clutterbuck, 
irmingham 
Winver, Epwin, Grove gdns, Regent’s Park, Gent May 1 Stanley & Co, Ludgate hill 


‘Worsy, Rozsert, Norwich, Gent May1 Miller & Co, Norwich 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 6. 
Battery, James, Newchapel, Miner April 16 Hollinshead & Moody, Tunstall 
Buiveer, Freprericx Tuomas, Tonbridge May5 Alleyne & Co, Tonbridge 
Britnor, Epwarp, Manchester, Hosier April 30 Barrow & Smith, Manchester 
Brooks, Aprauam, Freemantle, Gent May 21 King, Bristol 
Bourtzr, Tuomas, Copthall bidgs May4 Renshaw & Co, Suffolk lane 
CarruTuers, Maria Avausta p’Atmerpa, Brighton Mar 4 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn 


Cock, ; Newquay, Cornwall, Hotel Proprietor May10 Collins & Son, St Columb 
CraBTree, Joun, Bradford, Contractor May4 Burr & Co, Keighley 

Docker, Joun, Kentish Town, Grocer May 16 Sowton, Bedford row 

Donuvitz, Epwin Artaur Barry, Weymvuth, Solicitor May7 Wilson & Genge, Epsom 
Downes, Samvet, Colchester, Gent. May 4 Prior, Colchester 

Duny, Tomas, Burton in Wirral, Clerk in Holy Orders May 7 Gamon & Co, Chester 
Fercuson, Joun, Forest Gate, Iron Ship Cementer May10 Preston, Stratford 
Forrest, Any, Hastings April 30 Leader, Mark lane 

Gispins, Louise Vicroms Autrtonsixez, Lewes May 19 Hanhart, Southampton st 
Goop, Wi11t1aM, GtGrimsby, Boot Maker MayS8 Stephenson & Mountain, Gt Grimsby 
Guest, Jonny, Crediton, Gent Mayi Wellington, Crediton 

Harwoop, Joxatian, Bloxham, Gent May1 Fairfax, Banbury 

Hitter, James, Trowbridge, Innkeeper May1 Mann & Rodway, Trowbridge 

Hooprr, Cuares, Stroud, Timber Merchant May10 Winterbotham & Sons, Stroud 
Jacons, Ancet Henry, Charing Cross May 15 Powell, Old Burlington st 

Joxzs, Wit114M, Southampton, Gent May7 Rawlings, Walbrook 

Jupp, Jouy, Slough, Saddler May 9 Cecil Durant, Windsor 

Ler, Davin, Southport, Gent May 21 Farrar & Co, Manchester 

Temacr, WALTER, Harrow rd, Grocer May 14 Kinsey & Co, Bloomsbury pl 

MansHatt, James, Holland park, Silk Mercer May 21 Baileys & Co, Berners st 
McDowe t, Janz, Sowerby May7 Fryer, West Hartlepool 


Meysry-Tuompsoy FLORENCE Mitprep, Lennox gdns, Spinster May 31 Pemberton & 
incoln’s inn 
MILLER, Joun, Birmingham, Accountant May15 King & Ludlow, Birmingham 


Moorz, Juuia, Hove, Widow May 5 Lee & Pembertons, Lincolo’s inn fields 
Morrisn, Exiza, Portland May 31 Were & Fripp, Plymouth 
Mowarte, Mary Exizanern, Clapham Common April 30 Tickle, Cheapside 
err: Exizapetu Annie Gamere, Blackheath May9 Peddar, Palmerston bldgs 
Oaxes, Eumenine Exizaneru, Sheffield May 22 Webster & Styring, Sheffield 











Paice, Wii11aM, Portman mansions May 5 Templeton & Cox, King’s Bench walk 
Porrzovs, Wiit1am, Sidcup April 30 Tichener, Sidcup 

Ross, Axprew, Bayswater, Esq May5 Tathams & Pym, Old Jewry 

Saver, Saran Maritpa, South Yarra, Melbourne Aprili12 Wilkins & Co, Gresham 


me, 5 Francis, Beckenham May6 Cordwell, Old Serjeant’s inn 
Scorr, Luxs, Alnwick, Hairdresser May 15 Douglas, Alnwick 
Serutox, Tuomas Peter, St Helens, Glassworker May1i3 Webster, St Helens - 
Simzs, Ti.pex Doveias, Twickenham May8 Etherington, Mortlake 
Smant, Freperice Berrram, Walton on Thames May7 Jessop, Godiman st 
Squire, Any, Loughborough May 12 Toone & Bartlett, Loughborough 
Towytey, Tuomas, Preston May 10 Ambler & Rawsthorn, Preston 
Virco, Taomas Wriu1am, Upton Park, Leather Seller May 10 Preston, Stratford 
Wanyer, Huao Lazansrexp, Ball’s Pondrd May 5 Beard & Sons, Basinghall st 
Wisuart, Janz, Monkwearmouth May 2 Stockdale, Sunderland 

London Gazette—Turspay, April 10. 
Bats, Cnar.es, Birmingham, Corn Merchant May 14 Thomas, Birmingham 
Banser, Tuomas, Bollington, Macclesfield May 8 Wadsworth, Macclesfield 
Smee, Saves, Oxford st, Restaurant Proprietor May5 Roscoe & Crailsheim, Fen- 


Braxcker, Epwarp, Clapham May 31 Robinson & Wilkins, King’s Arms yd 
Brancxer, Toomas, Heysham Lodge, Lancaster, Esq May10 Dawson, Hart st 
Brows, Wriu1am, Leytonstone June4 Loxley & Co, Cheapside 

Burver, Emma, Lincoln Junel Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Butier, Wii11am Jonny, Lincoln, Dean June1 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Cauprcort, Azcanm, Husbands Bosworth, Esq May 31 Bannister & Reynolds, 
Crane, Louisa Tueoposta, Bracknell, Berks May 51 Pemberton & Garth, Lincoln’s inn 
Cop.ine, Joux, Northenden, Cotton Spinner May 10 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 
Danei, Fanxy Jutia Lady, Upper Grosvenor st May 12 Trower & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
Darey, Mary Anne, Tunbridge Wells June Carlisle & Co, Lincoln's; inn 

Davis, James, Henbury, Glos, Farmer MayS8 Veale Bros, Bristol 

Davenrox, Rosert, Lincoln, Innkeeper April 18 Waite & Co, Boston 

Dickinson, Faances Steruane, Balham July 15 Dickinson, Campden Hill rd 
Evpuinstone-Sroxz, R.N., Captain Wess E, Exmouth April 30 Geare & Mathew, 


Ganrsipg, Ann, Wakefield April 28 Lister & Co, Wakefield 
Ger, Esrner, Lytham, Lancs, Widow May 28 W & J Cooper, Preston 
woetme, Gases. Doncaster, Newspaper Proprietor May 16 Parish & Hickson, St 


Hicx, Joux, Whalley, Esq May 19 Earle & Co, Manchester 

Hit, Samve., Gower st, Architect May 18 Smith & Sons, Furnival’s inn 

Ho.tis, Revsen, Pilsley, Derby, Brewer May19 Gratton & Marsden, Chesterfield 
Horxixs, Tuomas, Bewdley May 10 Burcher, Kidderminster 

Woune, Bene Bianeon, Highlands Mereworth, Widow Mayi0 Horne & Birkett, Lin- 
Hunter, Maer, South Shields, Widow April 30 Osborne, South Shields 

Jackson, Samus. Pia, Bristel, Oil Merchant May 26 Sturge, Bristol 

Jerrery, Frepericx, Edgware rd, Corn Merchant May 10 Ellis & Co, College hill 
Jessup, Cuances, Lincoln, Joiner June 1 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Jona, Paseo Witu1am Hoant, New South Wales May 15 Patey & Warren, London 


Jorpay, Groner, Kingston upon Hull, Stonemason May 2i Stephenson, Hull 

Kine, Huon, Bournemouth, Draper May 21 Dickinson, Poole 

Menown1, Paut, Sunderland, Jeweller May5 Dingle, Sunderland 

Mines, Doses Sa.ussury, South Kensington, Barrister June 1 Carlisle & Co, Lin- 


NicHo.son, Gzoras, Bridlington, Cordwainer May8 Brigham, Bridlington Quay 
Pavuison, Joun, Ollerton, Notts,Gent June5 istenton & Metcalfe, Southwell 
Rarer, Many, Huddersfield May 14 Hall & White, Huddersfield 

Ricues, Wittiam Freeman, Hackney, Gent May 31 Lovell & Co, Gray's inn sq 
Saxvs, James, Brighton, Stationer May7 Piesse & Son, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Suyru, Carnenixg, Brompton May7 Hands, Throgmorton st 

Tank, James, North Huish, Devon, Farmer June 1 Windeatt & Windeatt, Totnes 
Turver, Mary Exizasern, New Buckenham May 10 Blyth, Norwich 

Vauprey, Wittiam, Fenton, Cratemaker April 30 Fifield Holtom, Stoke upon Trent 
Watrorp, Many, Hillingdon June 30 Woolley, Gt Winchester st 

Weatey, Frepericx James, Forest Gate, Architect Gasquet & Metcalfe, Idol lane 
Witiramson, Excex, Little Eaton May5 Barber & Co, Derby 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gasetie—Faipar, April 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Banker, Witiam Jou, Lo ania, Game Dealer 
Leicester Pet April 11 Ord April 1 
Baron, Josepn, Fat Makerfield, Butcher Wigan Pet 


Bort, Josern —— 
March 22 


April 11 


April 10 Ord April 10 
Baxter, Ricwarp, ea eee Nottingham Pet April 9 Ord April 9 
April 11_ Ord Apeil 11 Brewis, Epwarp, 
Beut, od seat Coal Dealer Southampton Pet April 11 Pet Mar7 Ord 
ril 11 


Pet A ll Ord A 
ey paves, tone F Farmer Banbury Pet April Dosa 4 ee Ord Area 
10 


Boamsass, gous, Bolton, Hatter Bolton Pet April 9 | | Canoes, Anruvs James, Wore 
Bouianp, Bexsamin, ~ cate Farmer Bradford Pet Cuyyivonam gone, OT Gri 
April 6 Ord April 6 | 
Soden, Regine Stockport Pet | | Daveee, eric ve Shin, W 
| eennaien J ning 
Beveres Fi 8 eore, Glos, Grocer Bristol Pet April | Onl 7) 
Bowses, Joux, Arrington, Cambs, Farmer Cambridge | Fosserr, ase, 
st, Accountant High Court Caves, LACES 
Denvea,t Bensamin, New Gwinden, Milk Seller Swindon Bn eoakpor Bet Apa “ora rye ieh ‘Wheelw right Gagan, Twoaae J 
= Corn Factor High Court ae 


Norfolk, Farmer King's 
, Btevedore Gt Grimsby 
Norwood, Builder 
Settee re Mah» 
Tet Apeil it yy — Turville, Glos 
y Henb, te Deer Brad- 
tees, Graven, Builder Rochester 


Pet April 10 Ord ‘Apeit 10 
Tuomas Kilburn, Traveller High 
Per hyeit 9 Ord Ord April 9 - 


Lynn Pet April 9 





Pet April 11 April 11 


Mars, Auoeks Cuanixs, Lantetnted Wells, Builder Oovres, See a Major Gt Yar-| gironew ae, aa General Dealer Walsall 


ewtown 
Biunpen, James Ty West Cowes, Grocer Ryde Pet | Conpiey, Cuantes, Eye Green, 





April9 Ord April 9 Peterborough Pet April 11 Ord Apell it 


3 age 
, Publican to Veataor, Greengroe: Ryde 








| 
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J moraaem, ¢ Caarces Eowarp, Cheddar, Baker Wells Pet 
A Ord A) 


10 
Kyieur, Femnsa, Petham, Kent, Farmer Canterbury 
Pet April 9 Ord April 9 
Lemon, CHarves, oe General Dealer Plymouth 
Pet April 9 Ord April 9 
mas a Leeds, Seudia: Leeds Pet March 12 Ord 
pril 7 
— re yon Hants, Baker Southampton Pet 
i9 April 9 
we oy Joun Wirtiam, Sheffield, Gusting Contractor 
Sheffield Pet April10 Ord April 10 
Martin, Rosert, Marks Tey, Essex, Publican Colchester 
Pet April 10 Ord April 10 
—— Witu1am Tuomas, Custon House, Essex, Cheese- 
ger HighCourt Pet Aprili1 Ord April 11 
MoOwas 2 Jounx, Rochdale, Wheelwright Rochdale Pet 
April 10 Ord April 10 
Miyzesnemer, Emmanuet CHaArves, ni gdns 
h Court Pet March2 Ord April 11 
Nesmyra, CHar_es James, eg Corn boc ae Kings- 
ton, Surrey Pet April10 Ord April 10 
Pavey, Harry Aurrep, Kentish Town rd, Music Seller 
h Court Pet April9 Ord April9 
Pearce, Eowarp Joun Tuomas, Rochester, Joiner Roches- 
ter Pet April 10 Ord April 10 
Roper, Md Birmingham, a Painter Birming- 
ham Pet April10 Ord April 1( 
Scuort, Jacos, Stockton on Tees, = Agent 
Stockton on Tees Pet April7 Ord A 
Severs, Josern, Rotherham, Plumber eens Pet April 
10 Ord A 10 


Sauytu, Bensamin Fine ass, Liverpool, = of business 
Liverpool Pet March 28 Ord April 1¢ 

Srranor, Win Dowlais, Glam, Baker Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Ta.zort, Pelee. Cricutry, Upper oe, Farrier 
High Court Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

THeosap, Percy, Clapham park Colchester Pet Mar 21 
Ord April 10 


Topp, Harry, tonstone, Grocer High Court Pet 
April 11 Ord April 11 

‘Wasuincron, Rauru, Leighton, pale, Farmer Shrews- 
bury Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Warsow, James, Kingston upon Hull, Builder Kingston 
upon Hull Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Wagransez, Georazt Morris, Leeds, Plumber Leeds 

i7 


Ord April 7 
Wartine, Harry, Aslington, o of no occupation High Court 
Pet April11 Ord April 11 


Winstone, Watrer Pucxxone, Cheltenham, Builder 
tenham Pet April11 Ord April 11 
Yewopart, Avexanper Heyry, Leeds, Woollen Merchant 
Leeds Pet April7 Ord April 7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asu, Josxrn Latueury, Birmingham, Shop Assistant 
April 25 at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

ican Tomas, Southampton, Cook April 20 at 3 
Off Rec, 4, East st, Southampton 

Barker, Wirt Jonx, Loughborough, Game Dealer 
April 25at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Baron, Lay Ince in Makerfield, ances, Butcher April 

30 . house, King st, Wigan 

Saruee Co, G, St John’s Wood, Boot Polish Manu- 
facturer April 20 at 12 Bankruptcy ey Carey st 

— | Jouy, epee Hatter April 20 at 11 16, 


Bouvanp, Decne, Bradford, Farmer April 23at3 Off 
Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Bowpen, Joun, Arrington, Cambs, Farmer April 24 at 12 
Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Butt, Tuomas, East Dulwich, son ag April 20 at 3 Bank- 

os gs, Carey st 

a RANCIS James, West Derby, Lancs, Mercantile 

Clerk April 25 at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


. CHampertyy, ADotrn ae, Bream’s bldgs April 20 at 2 


CuampnNeys, a bs ry e, Kent, Farmer April 20 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 73, Castile st, Canterbury 
Cornyn, Epwiyn Hartw ELL, Norwich, Innkeeper April 21 
at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Corrie, THomas, Plympton St Mary, Devon, Builder 
April 20 at 11. "30 10, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 
Cross, ArtHuR James, Wereham, Norfolk, Farmer April 
20 at 10.45 Court house, King’s Lynn 
Davis, Jort, Little Pulteney st, water April 24 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Day, James WiLtiaM, Nottingham, Game Dealer April 
20at12 Off Rec, St Peter's Church walk, Nottingham 
Dove, Henry, Bernard st, Builder April 24 at 2.30 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Fiycu, Jouy, Langley, Farmer April 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
St Paul’s sq, ‘ord 
Frietcuer, Wii11am, Birmingham, Brassfounder April 23 
at1l 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Fuvcuer, Herpert ASHTON, Tewkesbury, Chemist April 
at3 Hop Pole Hotel, Tewkesbury 
Gitpert, Tuomas James, Gravesend, Builder April 30 at 
12 Off Rec, ester 
Gray, Joun Epwarp, Clapham, Builder April 20 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Harvie, Exiza, Camberwell rd, Wine Merchant April 
20 at 2. 30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Hout, Joun Oakes, Dudley April 20at11 Dudley Arms 
Hotel, Dudley 
Horne, pane, Leicester, Pawnbroker April 24 at 3 
Reo, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Jotty, Cuaries Younomay, Cronch Hill, Carpenter April 
24at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Ksiaat, Tuomas, Petham, Kent, Farmer April 20 at 2 
Off Ree, 7: 73, Castle st, Canterbury 
tects Henny, Sway, Hants, Baker April 20 at 3.30 
Off Rec, 4, East st, Southampton 
rae Comes, © Bournemouth, Grocer April 20 at 12.30 


Rec, 
Mvuurns, Austix Sheffield April 23 a3 Off Rec, Figtree 
lane, Sh 


ettield 





Parkinson, Bens amin, Rp ae emg Fish Salesman April 20 
at 3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Pavey, Harry Atrrep, Kentish Town S. Mats Seller 
April 23 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care: 

Pearce, Eowarp Joun ae Rochester, a April 
30 at 11.30 Off Rec, Rochester 

Peoe, Gronce, Burton on Trent, Grocer fovt 25 at 11.30 
Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Tre 

Rick arps, Witttax THomas, ‘Camberwell rd, “Clerk April 
23at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rosixsox, Joun, Monkseaton, Printer April 24 at 2 
County Court, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Roopr, SrerHen Jerraizs, Dalston April 25 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Roren, Epwix, Croydon, Surgeon April 23 at 12.30 24, 

Railway approach, London Bridge 

Satter, WILLIAM, Avebury, Wilts, , — April 21 at 
12.30 Castle and Ball Hotel, Marlborough, ilts 

Sairn, Frepericxk WI tviAM, Bayswater April 25 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, a : 

Swany, Rosert Piumpron, Doncaster, Fishmonger April 
23 at 3.30 Off Rec, Figtree lane, ‘Sheffield 

Tuomas, Owen, Carnarvon, Timber Merchant April 20 at 
1.45 Prince of Wales Hotel, Carnarvon 

Tipeswe.tLt, TemPrRaNnce Mary, Birmingham, Metal 
Refiner April 24 at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Watton, Henry, Oldbw . Worcester, Publican April 27 
at2 County "Court, fest Bromwich 

Weemeers, Rapa, Leighton, Salop, Farmer April 24 at 
11,30 Off Rec, Shrewsbury 

Warmovu ar g bit Kingston upon Leg Grocer April 
2at11 Off Ree, Trinity Houselane, Hull 

Warts, Tuomas, Hoxton April 26 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey 

Wiuiams, Georce Freperict, Gosport, Licensed Victualler 
April 20at3 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 

bee 5% Henry, Grimsby, Smackowner April 21 at 11 

ff Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 

Wensna ANDRINA JEMIMA, Stoke Newington, Widow 

April 26at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
A.tpersoy, Witu1am, Leckhampton High Court Pet Feb 
15 Ord April 9 


Baitey, Wittiam Georos, Covent Garden, Florist High 
Court Pet Mars Ord April 10 

Baynister, Taomas, Southampton, Cook Southampton 
Pet April 6 Ord April 11 

Barker, WIiLttaM Jonny, igure, Game Dealer 
Leicester Pet April1l Ord April 11 

Baron, Joseru, Ince in Makerfield, Butcher Wigan Pet 
April 10 Ord April 10 

Bet, James, Southampton, Coal Dealer Southampton 
Pet April 10 Ord April 11 

BenrigLp, Bexsamin, Old Swindon, Milkseller Swindon 
Pet April 10 Ord April 11 

B.LuNDEN, JAMES rm Ty West Cowes, Grocer Ryde Pet 
April9 Ord a 

mae Joun, lton, Hatter Bolton Pet April 9 
Ord A 

Bo.ianp, Bensamin, Dudley Hill, Yorks, Farmer Brad- 
ford Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Bowpen, Joun, Arrington, Fa:mer Cambridge Pet April 
9 Ord April 9 

Broapuurst, Joun JAMES, ye Wheelwright Stock- 
port Pet Aprili1l Ord April 11 

Bu ae Pm y — Newbury, Berks Newbury Pet Feb 26 

Am... » = Bayswater, ~ ytd Loan Contractor 
Brig! hton Pet Feb10 Ord A April 

Geuneak Cuaries, Eye Green, Northants, Publican 
Peterborough Ma ar 31 Ord April 11 

Cortte, Tomas, Pl y> pton St Mary, Builder Plymouth 
Pet "April 2 Ord April 10 

Cross, ArrHuR James, Wereham, Stee, Farmer King’s 
Lynn Pet April7 Ord April 9 

Cunnincuam, Joun, Gt a, Stevedore Gt Grimsby 
Pet April 11 Ord April 11 

Durnoit, Freverick ARTuuR, verre Rag Merchant 
Dewsbury Pet Mar 20 Ord April 6 

Gitsert, Toomas James, Gravesend, Builder Rochester 
Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Hicxiey, Tuomas Henry, Kilburn, Traveller High Court 
Pet April 9 Ord A pril 9 

Hipwe tt, Daniet, Gt Te st, Colonial Merchant High 
Court Pet Mar21 Ord A pril 9 

Hott, Joux Oakes, Dudley +2 Pet Mar 22 Ord 
April 9 

Jacops, Cuarves, Ventnor, Greengrocer Ryde Pet April 
11 Ord April 11 

Kyicut, Tuomas, Petham, Kent, Farmer Canterbury 
Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

Lemon, CHARLES, Peignton, General Dealer 
Pet April9 Ord April 

Loaper, Heyry, Sway, ‘ants Baker Southampton Pet 
April 9 Ord April 9 

McOwen, Jony, Rochdale, Wheelwright Rochdale Pet 

April 9 Ord April 10 

Marsn, Jonny Wituiam, Sheffield, Carting Contractor 
Sheffield Pet April9 Ord April 10 

Maantix, Ropert, Marks Tey, Essex, Publican Colchester 
Pet April 9 Ord April 10 

Martix, Witt1am ToHomas, Custom House, Essex, Cheese- 
monger High Court Pet Aprilil Ord April 11 

Pavey, Harry Atrrep, Kentish Town, Music Seller High 
Court Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

Pearce, Epwarp Joun Tuomas, zeae, Joiner Roches- 
ter PetApril9 Ord April 10 

Piummer, James AvLexanper Smirucniip, Gravesend 
Rochester Pet March 31 Ord April 9 

Reyyor, Witu1amM, Walham Green, Builder High Court 
Pet Feb 28 Ord April 11 

Sanpenson, Cuartes Herserr, oo Kent, Clerk 
High Court Pet Feb 28 Ord-April 


Plymouth 


tockton on Tees Pet April7 Ord April 7 


| sens Jacos, Stockton on Tees, Comtaiiaitets Agent 





Severs, Joseri, Rotherham, Plumber Sheffield Pet April 
10 Ord April 10 


ig | Waetam, Dowlais, Glam, Baker Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Taytor, Ricnarp, Ashby de la Zouch, Cowkeeper Burton 
on Trent Pet March19 Ord April 2 

Tuomas, Owen, Carnarvon, Timber Merchant Bangor Pet 


April 5 Ord April 11 

Topp, Harry, Leytonstone Grocer High Court Pet 

April 11 Ord April 11 

Warson, James, Kingston upon Hull, Builder Kingston 
upon Hull Pet io 9 Ord April 9) 

Weatuercy, Grorce pants, Lae Plumber Leeds Pet 
April7 Ord April 

West, Fiz.vixe, Testharn, Milk Dealer Bradford Pet 
March 31 Ord — 0 

Wuitixc, Harry, gton High Court Pet April 11 

W odn k T pf il, Gl. 8a Pontypridd 

1LL1AMs, Isaac, aaron ail am, Sawyer Pontypri 

Pet April 4 Ord April 1 , 

Wixstoxe, Watrre , ae Cheltenham, Builder 
Cheltenham Pet April 11 Ord April 11 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of April 10 :— 


Srites, Henny, Rowde, Wilts, Farmer Bath Pet April 4 
Ord April 4 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Gee, Tuomas, Guildford st, Birmingham, Bricklayer Bir- 
mingham Adjud Jan 16, 1889 Annul March 15, 1894 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AuLen, Freperick Wittiam Henry, Walham Green’ 
airdresser h Court Pet Aprili3 Ord April 13 

Batrety, Hersert Watpecrave, Mildmay Park, Com- 

ane Traveller High Court Pet April 12 Ord 
12 

iene. Tuomas, Kingston upcn Hull, Auctioneer Kings- 
ton upon Hull Ord April 12 

Best, F sours Ky —— Commercial Traveller Croydon 
Pet March 29° O! April 12 

mB... Wicuiam Josern, Cardiff, Dealer Cardiff Pet 
April12 Ord April 12 

Bruyxer, Wit.iam, Charlton Horethoine, Baker Yeovil 
Pet April 12 Ord April 12 


| Cross, Atpret Ervest, Osamu Grocer Walsall 


Pet April13 Ord April 

Cusu, GrorGEe Sensex iin Wainfleet All Saints, 
Auctioneer Boston Pet Aprili4 Ord April 14 

Devt, Rosert, Brighton, Pawnbroker Brighton Pet 
April 14 Ord April 14 

Fenn, um Muses, Peckham, Builder High Court Pet March 


Fanov SON, Woes J, Bucklersbury High Court Pet 
Nov8 Ord Feb 23 

Foorp, James, ym 4 rd, Builder High Court Pet 
April 13 Ord April 13 

Fox, a Jewellers Nottingham Pet March 
31 O 

Furser, eet | Tr ad Dorset, Smith Poole Pet April 
ll 

GRANGER, lamas , Sanapee, Eiymouth, Painter Ply- 
mouth Pet Api 

Greic, GerorcGe ALEXANDER, Cuamnerelal rd, Ironmonger 
High Court Pet April13 Ord April 13 

Howwanp, Joseru, Poplar, Builder High Court Pet April 
14 Ord April 14 

Homes, George, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer Leeds Pet 
April 10 Ord April 10 

Huppvestoye, ANTHONY, ye a? Steward Liver- 
pool Pet March 22 Ord A 

Jounson, Francis, 6 eat Stockport Pet 
April 13 Ord April 13 

Kine, Tom Huxnaum, Fe of Tossing house Keeper 
Exeter Pet April13 Ord April 1 

Kyow tes & Mircue.t, High W at pontine Dealers 
Aylesbury Pet A ~~ 2 Ord April 14 

Kyzor, Wootr, , Cigar - | rahe Manager 
Leeds Pet April 2 Ord April i2 

Leak, oom Stratford High Court Pet March 20 Ord 
Ap 


LirrLewoop, Witi1am Apert, Wheelwright Wakefield 
Pet od 13 Ord April 13 

Lovet, Jonn Gavupverx, ee, Auctioneer Bedford 
Pet April 2 Ord April 13 

a" ee Artuur, Fetter lane, Lithographic Artist 

h Court Pet April12 Ord April 12 

me Frep, Stoke Gifford, -_ Butter Merchant 
Bristol Pet April12 Ord April 

Ravaes, Joseru, Coventry, Watch EEE Coventry 
Pet April14 Ord April 14 

Row .anp, Freperick Artnur ALEXANDER, Bucklersbury, 
Solicitor High Court Pet Feb1 Ord April 12, 

Savory, Lewis James, Stroud, Commission Agent Glou- 
cester Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Scamett, Wituam Henry Tirsury, Southampton, 
Farmer Salisbury Pet April 13 Ord April 13 

Suaw, CuaRies, os pee Yorks, Contractor Barnsley 
Pet April13 O 

Saira, Joun, Swansea, Conmission Agent Swansea Pet 
April12 OrdA 

Surrren, SAMUEL, Ree, Builder Bristol Pet April 
13 Ord April 13 

Symes, Percy James Tuomas, Hornsey Rise, st 1 tad 
Manager High Court Pet Feb 2% 7 ord April 12 

TaBERNER, Bensamin, Wigan, Provision Dealer Wigan 
Pet April 12 Ord’ Apri 

Tirrixc, Exvizapetu Any, iF Jous Tomas Trp bi 
payee mneee gms Ashton under Lyne Pet April 3 
0 

Tomkins, manu, Leicester sq, Miosoael Victualler High 

Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Trower, Herserr Agruvr, cheogmerton avenue High 

Court Pet March 15 Ord April 12 
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Tucker, Tuomas, De Vere gains, Architect High Court 
Pet March 29 April 

Wrss, W, Ashford, Farmer ee Surrey Pet March 
22 Ord April 13 

Wuirtt.z, Joux, Preston, Auctioneer Preston Pet April 
9 Ord April 14 

Wits0x, Davin, Yaysybwl, Glam, Coalminer Pontypridd 

et April 13 Ord April 13 
Ves Eryxest Jutiax, Meltham, mote, Jeweller 
uddersfield Pet April’ 14 Ord April 1 


ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER AND 
ANNULLING ADJUDICATION. 


Prixixotox, Francis, Redhill st, Albany st, Iron Merchant 
igh Court Rec Ord Feb 22,1893 Adjud Aug 16, 1893 
Rescssn and Annulmt April 11, 1894 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Auiex, Frepertck Wittiam Texry, Walham Green, 
airdresser April 24at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
street 
Barrery, Hersert Watpecrave, Mildmay Park, Com- 
— Traveller April 2iat12 Bankruptcy blidgs, 
care’ 
Baxter, =. HARD, Nottingham, Painter April 24 at 11 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 
Bepwe tt, Grorcez, Southend, Bootmaker April 25 at 3 
Off Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Bewt, James, Southam ton, Coal Dealer April 24 at 12 
re} Rec, 4, East st, uthampto' 
Bicmore, Tuomas, Luton, Hat AE April 25 
3.30 Red Lion Hotel, Luton 
Biake, ALBERT CHARLES, Liandrindod Welle, Builder 
April 25 at1 Off Rec, Lianidloes 
Bopix, Tuomas, eee, | Baker April 26at 11 23, 
Colmore row, Birmin 
Bouttoy, J, Groeer wy 25 at 12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
Corn st, Bristol 
Brows, Robert Samvet, Gt Grimsby, Smack Owner April 
25 at11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Brow oe Cuar.es, and Tuomas Kry wortH, Lincoln, 
—- April 24 at 12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lin- 
coln 
Cowpery, James Witu1aM, Harpenden, Grocer April 25 
at 12 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Crasrrer, Cuaries, Shariston Common, Yorks, Grocer 
April 24 at11 Off Rec, Bond ter, Wakefield 
CutsHaw, Epwarp JAMES, Preston, Steamship Owner 
May 4 at 2.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Deeminc, Epwarp, Polesworth, Licensed Victualler April 
26 at 12 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Fossett, Wits STEWART, hae Turville, Clerk in 
Holy Orders April 25 at 1 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
» Bristol 
GarTHERcoe, Jouyx, Barrow in Furness, Deck Labourer 
April 27 at 11 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
Green, Joseru Brexsamn, Wood Walton, Hunts, Farmer 
April 24 at 12.30 Off Rec, 61. Silver street, Lincola 
Greeninc, Atrrep Tuomas, Bournemoutb, Architect 
April 24 at 12 Grand Hotel, Bournemouth 
Harnswortn, Wii114m, Hassocks April 25 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
HEALE, Josern, Torquay, Furniture Dealer April 26 at 11 
8, Bedford cir, Exeter 
Selaune fang and Gernarp Birxenretp, Cullum 
st, Restaurant Keepers April 24 at 12.80 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 
HirscuBerG, R, Gracechurch st April 25 at2.30 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Hircuey, Wit.1AM, Darlaston April 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Walsall 


Huppiestone, Anruoxy, Liverpool, Ship Steward April 
25 at 3.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 

Jackson, WittiAm, Gt Grimsby, Painter April 25 at 11.30 
Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

JEFFERIES, CHARLES Epwarp, Cheddar, Baker 
at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristo 

Kixc, Tom Huxuam, Torquay, Waiter April 26 at 11 Off 
Rec, 13, Bedford cir, Exeter 

Lemoy, CHARL E8, Paignton, General Dealer April 25 at 11 
10, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

Mantix, Witu1am Tomas, Custom House, Essex, Cheese- 
— April 25 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 


- om 25 


Meazey, Morpecai, Penarth, Mason April 26 at 2.30 Off 
, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Neate, Ernest R, Middlesborough, Grocer April 25 at 3 
Off 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

PHILuIPs, Faso, Stoke pees Butter Merchant April 25 
at 3 ff Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Procter, Recmates Penarth, Chemist April 26at11 Off 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Rixey, Francis Boiron, Liverpool, Jeweller April 25 at 2 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Ropway, ALF RED JOBN, Sutton Coldfield, Tailor April 27 
at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Scumpr, Cart som, and Geornce Henry Murcarroyp, 
Leeds, Firelighter Manufacturers April 25 at 12 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Botomox, Sau EL, Birkenhead, Draper April 25 at 230 
Off Rec, 35 35, Victoria st, Liverpeal 

Srixzs, Hewny, Rowde, Wilts, Farmer April 25 at 1215 
Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Srozart, Joun, Leeds, Hop Traveller April 26at11 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

TaBERNER, Bexsamin, Wigan, Provision Dealer April 24 
at 10.45 Court house, King st, Wigzn 

Tormity, Wittiam Jony, Newport, Engineer April 25 at 
12 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Tort, Josers, Islington, Jeweller April 27at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tucker, AnTuun Nartuayren, Cardiff, Colliery Agent 
April 26 at 3 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 


Was, iam, Upton Park, Restaurant Manager A: 
Banbruptey bidgs, Carey st at 
My ~ cll (Min1am) Leroy, i") Widow April 
30at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 





Vue %,¢ FJ, 


Wane, “or 


oo April 27 at 12 


Ww my eens ee April 27 
ae yg pe Berrow in Furn 
Wree, ad , Licensed Victualler ‘April 2iat3 
0 » 95, a 4 chmbrs, Temple avenue 
WILtiams, *“OwEN, rvon, Tailor April 25 at 1.30 
rypt chmbrs, Chi 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baras, Samus. Hewry, Bristol Bristol Pet April4 Ord 
April 13 


Baxten, Ri Ricuarp, Py ee Painter Nottingham Pet 

pr 

Benyett, Laxarox, Stowe, Farmer Banbury Pet April 
10 Ord April 12 

Birysteix, Emit Ricuarp, Commercial rs East, Jeweller 
High Court Pet Mari4 Ord April 

Brake, Atpert CHARLES, Liandrindod Wells, Builder 
Newtown Pet Mar29 Ord April 14 

Brunxer, Wit.1am, Chariton Horethcerne, Baker Yeovil 
Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

Casu, Georce Frepericx Witt1am, Wainfleet Ail Saints, 
Auctioneer Boston Pet April 13 Ord April 14 

Cross, Apert Earnest, — Grocer Walsall 
Pet April 13 Ord April 1 

Dover, Henry, Russell sq, Builder High Court Pet April 


il ‘pril 7 
Emery, ——_ Josern, Burslem Hanley Pet Mar 17 
Ord April 13 


Se Avsert Joun Tress, Beet, Painter Ply- 
mouth Pet April13 Ord A 13 

Green, Joseru Bensamin, Wooc “Walton, Hunts, Farmer 
Lincoln Pet April 6 Ord April 12 

Groves, Ye yy k 2 - ae al Agent High Court 
Pet March 19 Ord April 1 

on 5° Ty = K Win1iam, Tentetens Birmingham 

Wi 3 Ord April 12 
Hiren, 1LL1AM, Darlaston Walsall Pet April 6 Pet 
1 

af Artaur Wii1iam, Queen Victoria st, ed 
Agent High Court Pet Feb 27 Ord April 13 

Homes, Grorce, Leeds, Bootmaker Leeds Pet April 10 
Ord April 10 

Hupp. a ANTHONY, ont Ship Steward Liver- 
pool Pet March 20 Ord April 12 

JEFFERIES, Cuan ao - Cheddar, Baker Wells Pet 
April 4 ~ 

Jouxson, oe a Joiner Stockport Pet April 
13 Ord April 13 

Kixc, Tom Huxuam, Torquay, Lodging House Keeper 
Exeter Pet April 18 Ord A 113 

Leeds Rea April12 Ord April 12 


samy, Jouy, and A.trrep Asuton Drewry, St Jobn st, 
icensed Victuallers High Court Pet March 14 
April ll 
LirrLewoop, WituiamM ALBERT, i. Joiner Wake- 
field Pet April12 Ord April 
Mace, James, Brighton, Tater of Boxing 
Pet April 6 Ord April 12 


Oversury, ALrrep Hawkins, Scarboro P. Ironfounder 
borough Pet March 15 Ord Apri 
Parre ey, Hessenrt WaALpEGRAVE, drm out Park, Com- 
mercial Traveller High Cowt Pet April 12 Ord 
pril 12 
Penniatt, Arrnur, Fetter lane, — 5° a Artist 
High Court Pet April12 Ord April 1 
Ranvoes, Josern, Coventry, oa Ge autins Coventry 
Pet April14 Ord April 1 
Reep, Nicnoias Wuaire, ot ee Reep, Newcastle on 
Fin t Builders Newcastle on Tyne Pet Feb 22 Ord 
pr 
RicK ARDS, Wu: LIAM Petes, prolaesth, Clerk High Court 
Pet April 7 Ord April 1 
Savery, Lewis James, ~cater — fs Agent Glou- 
cester Pet April 14 Ord "April 1 
Suaw, Cuartes, Hoyland, Yorks, Ceetecties Barnsley 
Pet April 13 Ord = 13 
Smuiru, Jonx, Swansea, Commission Agent Swansea Pet 
April 13 Ord April 12 
Ta.sott, Harry Cricuuty, Goes’ Mecthtg, Farrier High 
Court Pet April 9 Ord A ‘apes 
ae ~ 4 Ciarence E, ury Pavement, Accountant 
High Court Pet Jan io Ord April 1 


bate te ~ J —— Auctioneer adie Pet April 


Kyzor, Wootr, 


Brighton 


Wen "Done, Ynysybwl, em, Coalminer Pontypridd 
Pet Aprili3 Ord April 13 

Wooster, Joux, Peckham pe ° memes High 
Court Pet Feb19 Ord April 12 


ADJUDICATION ANN ‘pag 


Srences, Josern Jonn Heyy, Southam, Warwickshire 
Farmer Warwick Adjud July 22, = Anoul 
April 11, 1894 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


April 23.—Messrs. 8. Waker & Runtz, at the Mart, E.C., 
at 2 o’clock, Leasehold Block of City Offices (see adver- 
ae Loc 14, p. 4). 

April 24.— Fiztp & Sows, at the Mart, EC., at 2 
valock Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see adver- 
tisement, this week, p. 403). 

ae - —Messrs. Funper, Price, & Furser, at the Mart, 

at 2 o’clock, Watton and Swaffham Railway 
Bonds and Stock (see advertisement, this week, p. 407 

April, 27.—Messrs. Evris & Son, at the Mart, E.C,, at ; 
o’clock, a Freehold Warehouse (see advertisement, this 
week, p. 407). 

April 27.—Messrs. Baker & Sons, at the ot, E.C., at 2 

modo, Ground-rents and Freehol Lease- 


hold Properties (see advertisement, this mane P, 408). 





All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 288, ,Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 
26s, Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes bound 
at the ofice—cloth, 2s. 9d., halt law calf, 
5s. 6d. 





EDE AND son, 


ROBE i MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To ae amy PacMag Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Corporation of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerk ks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


REVERSIONS, ANNUITIES, LIFE 
INTERESTS, LIFE POLICIES, &c. 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRAN- 
FIELD 





relsing th year, — ' ; . 
\etion, permanen’ 
wontiaied— ra Peatty, L London, E.C. 





=, =. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 

juare, beg to call the attention of 

many attractive West-End 

ty for Bale. | v —aaiamtnine S 
Valuations attended to 


= eich 
tion. Surveys an 


BRICK-BILL-LANE, UPPER THAMES-STREET. 
Boomelé Westen, let on lease to th 


e well-known 

raject, riage essrs. Major & Field, at a rent of £224 

ae ng the 7 of 2 a aged 46 to _—- 
perty, oe to fits 13s. 


bi annum, forming an attractive 
TESSRS. ELLIS & SON #4, yg oO 
SELL 7. Fa a at the oon FRID. 


APRIL 27 substan 
FREEHOLD ‘\ WAREH USE, situate in Brick-hill-lane, 
with fe gy ey 


wR Salt Wharf-lane, a valuable as 


ition, close to 

Southwark Bridge, containing six o— ted and lofty 
floors, fitted with five and giving & super 
Scone, Site out #000 ; let on lease to Messrs. 
& » who have for many years, at 
ea el 

Rrinted pestiesion, ih and onan ot ae 
may be of M & Solici 2, 
Abshutch-lane ch-lane ; of Mr. G. B. . Tatham, Solicitor , Ingleton, 
Yorkshire ; at the Mart ; and of Messrs. Ellis & Son, Auc- 

and Surveyors, 45, Fenchurch-street. 





will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Token- 
house-yard, E.C., on WEDNESDAY, APRIL 2, ‘at TWO 
o'clock y> and STOCK of the ag 

vr £9 6s. 10d. of the pf dye — 

SWAFFHAM RAIL part system 
fi Railway aes tal vik peed ae 

a rental wi 
pew for ee sod chock 0 bet aummal taegme of 
2 or . 

i. conditions of sale may be had of woe 

Black Moss Clement’s inn Strand ; or 
the Auction and Estate Warwick-court, Gray’s-inn, 
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SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1894. 


SRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 

CLARK, & CO. beg to announce that the following 

tebe held been fixed for the: ir SALES during the year 1894, 

held at the Auction Mart, Toke »nhouse-yard, near the 
Bank of England, E.C. :— 


Thurs., ah 26 Thurs., 
Thurs., May 3 Thurs., July 12 
Thurs., = 10 Thurs., July 19 

‘ed., May 30 Thurs., Aug. 2 
Thurs., June 7 | Wed., Aug. 15 





June 28 Thurs., Oct. 11 
Thurs., Oct. 25 
urs., Nov. 1 
Thurs., Nov. 15 
Thurs., Nov. 29 
Tues., Dec, 4 
Thurs., Dec. 13 


Thurs., June 14 Thurs., Aug. 30 | 
Wed Thurs., Sept.13 | 
Thurs., Sept. 27 | 
Other appointments for immediate Sales will also be 


Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, Clark, & Co. publish in the 
advertisement columns of “The Times” every Saturday 
a list of their forthcoming Sales by Auction. They 
also issue from time to time schedules of properties to be let 
or sold, ee landed and residential estates, farms, 
freehold and leasehold houses, City offices and warehouses, 
—— and investments generally, which will be 

orwarded free of charge on application.—No. 29, Fleet- 
street, Temple-bar, and 18, Old Bros ad-street, EC. 
SUMMARY of AUCTIONS 
to be held by MESSRS. 


AREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, & CO., 
at the AUCTION MART, E.C., 
On THURSDAY, APRIL 26th. 


FREEHOLD INVESTMENTS, RESIDENTIAL PRO- 
PERTIES, BUILDING ESTATES and GROUND-RENTS 
at Walton-on-Thames. 


SMALL FREEHOLD INVEST STMENT arising out of the 
Albert Arms Public-house at Esher. 


IMPORTANT FREEHOLD DETACHED and SEMI- 
DETACHED RESIDENCES at Bowes Park, for occupa- 
tion and investment. 


FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS 
PLOTS at New Southgate. 


Extremely VALUABLE FREEHOLD BUILDING 
——" . se three acres, within a short distance from 
ridge, having important frontages, and being 

ripe Lng ay 2 = te deve opment. 


29, FLEET-STREET, “‘TEMPLE-BAR, E.C., 
18, OLD BROAD-STREET, E.C., 
and 
191, FINCHLEY-ROAD, HAMPSTEAD, N.W. 


STOKE NEWINGTON AND CLAPTON COMMON. 


By order of Mortgagees.—Valuable Freehold and Leasehold 
Investments, ~~ out of capital shops and business 


-, June 20 


and BUILDING 





premises, some stabling, prominently situate in 
some of the best sae of Stoke Newington-road and the 
-street ; Dwelling Houses, in Leswin-road and Bow- 
ling-green- place, the Bodleian-house and shops adjoin- 
ing, in old” Hill-street, Upper Clapton. The whole let 
y on leases and agreements, at total rents amount- 
ing to about £2,103 per ee — leaseholds are held 
for terms of 83 years, at mod ground-rents. Messrs. 
AREBROTHER, ELLIS. CLARK, & CO. 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, on THURSDAY, MAY 10th, 1894, at TWO o’clock 
y, the above important PROPERTIES, in Lots, as 


‘ollows :— Producing 
FREEHOLDS. per annum. 

1, 96, HIGH-STREET, Stoke Newington.—A Dyer’s 
Shop, let, on lease, at = £120 
2. 96a, iGH-STREET, and 87, LESWIN-ROAD. 
—Extensive Manufactory and Shop, Stabling, 
&c., letto Mr. Maynard, Confectioner, and Dwell- 


8. 98 and 98a, HIGH-STREET.—Spacious Outfit- 
ter’s Premises, let to Hosgood & Co., on lease at 
4. 33 and 35, LESWIN-ROAD. —Two Dwelling- 


houses, total 
5. 142 *HIOH-STREET.— — Fishmonger’s Shop and 
's Wo 
6. 144 and 146, HIGH-STREET. — Manufactory, 
with Two nee &c., on leases 
7. 177, HIGH-ST. r Bar and Premises, 
Stal , &e., on | 
8.1 ys 6, BOWLING-GREEN-PLAGE,— Six tene- 


ents 
9. 35, "CLAPTON-COMMON, 70, 72,and 74, Old Hill- 
street, adjoining. Residence called’ Bodleian 
House, Baker’s Premises, and Three Small 
, rental value ... 
12. 64, 66, and 68, OLD HILL-STREET.— 
ectioners, Chemist, and Boot Shops, and 
Premises above, let on leases and agreement 
LONG LEASEHOLDS. 
13. 160, STOKE NEWINGTON-ROAD.—Shop and 
Premises, with Stablin: _precneens ts ther 
14. 164, STOKE NEWINGT ROAD.—North Lon- 
don Sto tores, with off licence, and ered in 


15. 174, i STOKE NEWINGTON-ROAD. — Costu- 
mier’s 8) 


16. 176, STOKE NEWINGTON- ROAD. — — Draper's 
shop and Premises, let to Thomas & Owen, at 


10, 11 


106 
100 
100 


Total rentals £2,103 
Particulars when ready may be obtained of Messrs. 
Some & _ Webb, Solicitors, No. 11, Austinfriars, 
E.C.; at 5.; and of Messrs. Farebrother, 
& Co., '29, Fleet-street, Temple-bar; and 18, 

Old-' B.C. 





AUCTION SALES. 

MV ESS88S. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
4 tske place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 
every description of House Property. Printed terms can 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices : 
54, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





~ BERMONDSEY.—FREEHOLD INVESTMENTS. 


N ESSRS. FIELD & SONS will SELL iy 
1 AUCTION atthe MART, on TUESDAY, APRIL 
24, at TWO, in Two Lots, excellently situate FREEHOLD 
PROPERTIES, comprising Nos. 163, 164, 165, and 166, 
Grange-road; Nos. 1 and 2 to 8, The Grange ; ; and 1 to 
13 (the whole of), Turner’ s-retreat, at rear; let partly on 
lease and partly to quarterly and weekly tenants, and 
producing nearly £400 per annum. 

Particulars and plans may be had at the Mart: of Muses. 
Rivington & Son, Solicitors, 1, Fenchurch-buildings, E.C. 
and of the Auctioneers, 54, Borough High-street, and 52, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 


BERMONDSEY. 
Sound Leasehold Inv — —By orderof Executors and 


MESSE. FIELD’ "€ ‘SONS will SRL 
by AUCTION at the MART, on TUESD. 
APRIL 24, at TWO, the capital WAREHOUSE, Stable: 
Dwelling-house, and ‘Premises, No. 65, Earl-road, close to 
the Bricklayer’s Arms Railway Depét. Let upon lease to 
old-standing tenants at the rate of £75 per annum, A 
held for an unexpired term of nearly forty years, at £9 per 
annum. 

Particulars at the Mart; of Messrs. Hawkes, Stokes, & 
McEwan, Solicitors, 101, Borough High-street; and of the 
Auctioneers. 


OLD KENT-ROAD. 
Freehold Investment.—By order of Trustees. 
M BS88s. FIELD & SONS will SELL b 
AUCTION, at the ean, on TUESDAY, AP 
24, at TWO, Two HOUSES an d SHOPS, Nos. 100 and 
101a, Albany-road, in the midst a of a large industrial popu- 
lation, and producing £120 per annum. 
Particulars as in n preceding advertisement. 


PECKHAM. 
By order of the Executors of the late Mr. B. Rider. 
ESSRS. FIELD & SONS will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the pan. - TUESDAY, APRIL 24 
at TWO, in Lots, ‘eight HO 8, Nos. 9, 10, 35 to 38, and 

41 and 42, St. George’ Bo, qt.) -rvad, Peckham, 
roducing a gross rental of about £240 per annum, and held 

or terms averaging about 55 years unexpired at ground- 

rents, and all in good order and well let. 

Particulars may be had at the Mart; of Messrs. Head & 
Hill, Solicitors, 65 and 66, Chancery-lane ; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, as above. 

CITY OF LONDON AND SURREY. 

By direction of the Trustees of the late G. Simons, Esq.— 
Valuable Freeholds, affording excellent investments, and 
comprising } Nos. 9 and 10, Little Britain, Aldersgate, in 
the City of London, consisting of large shop, business 
premises, and warehouse, having a frontage of about 35ft. 
to Little Britain, and an area of about 2,2000ft. super. 
Let to Messrs. Simpson & Rook, on lease expiring 25th 
December, 1895, at a low old rental of £320 per annum. 
Also Two hi: igh-c slass Country meres a ane as The 
Lindens and Oak-lodge, Beddington-lane, Beddington, 
one minute from Beddii n Station and ten minutes 
from Mitcham Junction Station. The Lindens, which 
was until recently in the occupation of the late Mr. 
Simons, + of the rental value of £120 per b. dy 
for sale with possession; it is especially adapted for a 
City gentleman requiring an inexpensive count: vor 
dence within reach oA psteeet a; Sualge is let to 

responsible tenant at £66 pe’ 

ME 


ESSRS. BAKER &. ‘SONS will SELL 
by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., a FRIDAY, 

APRIL 27th, at TWO o’clock recisel’ ree Lots, the 

above valuable FREEHOLD P. Srentins. 

Particulars of Messrs. Allen & Edwards, Solicitors, 6, 


Great Winchester-street, E.C. ; and of the Auctioneers, ll, 
Queen Victoria-street, London, E.C. 


LEWISHAM and HURLINGHAM. 

By direction of Trustees.— Freehold Ground-rents of 
£54 per annum, Pu nah, eee CO AA 12 ho Nos. 21 to 
82 (inclusive) Ardm wisham, 
10 minutes from leat and Lee Stations, and of the 
rack rental value of £260 perannum. Also Three Villa 
Residences, Nos. 44, 46, and 48, Hurlingham-road, 
Fulham, five minutes —_ Putney Station, on overlook- 
ing the Hurlingham Club Grounds, all let and together 
producing £128 per annum, and held for 95 years unex- 
pired, at moderate ground-rents, the whole offering secure 
investments 

ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the ae E.C., on FRIDA 

APRIL 27th, at TWO o’clock precisely, in Sevea Lots, the 

above desirable FREEHOLD pao LEASEHOLD INVEST- 


Particular of Ilugh R. Peake, Esq_, Solicitor, 2, Clement’s- 
inn, Strand, W.C.; and of the ‘Auctioneers, ll, 
Victoria-street, E. Cc. 


M ORTGAGE SECURITIES Wanted for 
Leaseholds, at per cen. See eae Does to hd a 
4 Messrs. 4 uRNeTT, & Evpripes, Surveyors, 14, 




















HAMPSHIRE, 
on the hi 


ne ove Liss, Peters ‘ield. 
ESSRS EDWIN FOX & BOUSEIELD 


will a. ~ i} MART, on WEDNESDAY, MAY 
re dc LI by order of the Executors tors of the 
treet, Esq., * valuable FREEHOLD ESTATE, 


Son and effectively 

shrubberies, the o: 

left and in 

o 

Also The Hermi = picturesque freehold residence, 

suitable for a ma establishmen enjoying all the advan- 
f eathmount, standing 


Messrs. Tucker, Lake, & Lyon, Solicitors, 
Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., and of Messrs. Edwin 
d, 99, Gresham-street, Baok. 


PALL MALL. 


Very valuable Freehold Building Estate, on the north and 
st side, having south aspect, possessing a comm: 
— and covering the large superficial area of about 


 ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 


Parti 
4, Serl 
Fox & Bo 





aving 

the total superficial are Eee 

e total su 
controlled by ancient io, sie 
erection of a handsome 
sional, commercial, 
also, as a site fora bank, assurance 
the extent and situation alike suiting either of t! 
objects. Possession will be given on pak. 
feerem The materials on yt -- 9-4 


iculars of Edward 2. LO zy Sateen, br, New 
Broad-street, E.C. ; and of Messrs. Edwin Fox & Bous- 
field, 99, pe Ment be 9 Bank, E.C. 


ames COMPANIES, TRUSTEES, and others 
SOD good Investments. 
N ESSRS” B ODIE, TI TIMBS, & CO. will 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
ard, E.C., on DNESDAY, MAY 2, at TWO, in 24 
ts, the following FREEHOLD GROUND- 
RENTS, amounting to £181 re. e9 


£15 15s. 
£19 10a. 





, Cromartie-road, Hornsey-rise. 
With reversion to rack rentals of about £1,000 per annum. 
Also 10 valuable Freehold Residences, situate and known 


as :— 
Yearly Rental. 


75 
70 





Re William Black. 
secured PASS hog of 
out of Eleven Houses and 


the above by AUCTION, MART, 
, E.C., on MONDAY, n MAY 1th, at TWO o'clock 
y, in convenient Lots. 
som of John Jobson, Esq., Solicitor, 57, om 
W.C.; of Messrs. Stones, Morris,’ & Stones, 
circus ; and of the Auctioneer, 18, 


press 
an 








